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_———————————— oe Ss ; ; Se oe  caihe aeeette ot rae Wee Tae 
territori s acquired from Mexico south of 36° 30’; || indications here, shall be pushed on this floor. || he does, I beg to tell him that he is mistaken. 
po thus, by his vote, repudiated the position | That is all 1 have to say now. I vote against the | was really and truthfully eratified to see him take 


which he is reported to have assumed in debate, 


jn the excitement of the moment; which position, || 
i tal : 

vas merely that, rather than have the | 
pill for the organization of those Territories lost, 


howev r. 


he would consent to have the Wilmot proviso in- 
corporat dinit. He voted against putting it in, 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, The gentleman from 
Georgia is wrong. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from II- 
linois voted against the exercise of any such 
power, whatever he might have said as to its 
constitutionality. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I refer the gentleman 
to paee 424, of the Appendix to the Congres- 
sional Globe, for the session of 1849-’50, in 
which he will find the gentleman there reported 
as saying in substance that, if bills for the or- 
canization of these Territories—silent on the 
subject of slavery (and, of course, leaving the 


Mexican laws to operate its prohibition)—were 


defeated, then he was for bills organizing those 
Territories with the Wilmot proviso in them. I 
do not pretend to quote the language of the gen- 
tleman, but that was the substance of what he 
said. 

And now, in reference to what the gentleman 
from Georgia says in regard to the resolution of 
the eaucus of the Democratic party of the House 
at the commencement of the present session—that 
it was based not upon a measure, but upon a prin- 
ciple, and that prin iple the pee of non-inter- 

ention in the Territories—I desire to ask the wen- 
tleman from Georgia when it was that he became 
the advocate of non-intervention? Does he not 
know that his record, buta few years ago, places 
him in direct opposition to the principle of non- 
intervention? Will he not concede that he was 
the advocate, and not only the advocate, of the 
powerin Congress to introduce or prohibit slavery 
in the Territories, but that he contended upon 
the floor of this House that the only means of 
harmony between the North and South was the 
exercise of this power by Congress? Does he 
not know that he was in favor of Federal inter- 
vention with the people of the Territories for the 
settlement of this question? I ask him to inform 
the House when he—the opponent of the principle 
of non-intervention—became the advocate of that 


great principle ? i 


Mr. STEPHENS. Does the gentleman wish 
an answer? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I do. 

Mr. STEPHENS. It was when the Noth | 
would notexercise this power fairly. My opin- 
ions always were that the matter should be left 
tothe people of the Territory. As an original 
question, I never doubted the power of this Gov- 
ernment to institute governments over the Terri- 
tories of the country. [ was for its exerc'se, if 
at all on the subject of slavery, fairly and justly, 
and to give the people of the South at least some 
eee in it; and it was not until the North, | 
with almost a united front,—the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. Ricuarpson] and a few associates | 
were the only ones who siood up again&t this 
northern tide,—it was when the North disavowed 
the principle of a fair division, which, with the 
South, was an alternative at least, that J, with 
the South, fell back upon their original position, 
that Congress should not interfere wit@ the ques- 
tomatall, That is my positien from the begin- | 


ningyand throughout, and up to the present time. | 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I have been disposed | 
to throw no stones at any gentleman; an par- | 
ticularly as to a gentleman [Mr. Ricwarpsoy] | 
whose general political course I have regarded to 

sound and national; but when I see such temper | 


481s occasionally exhibited toward gentlemen who || , 
as truc to the constitutional pen | but it ill becomes gentlemen who wish to be con- 


are as sound an 


ciples of the Government as an men who have | 


' 


resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee seems to misunderstand the 
remarks which | made on last Saturday; and I 
desire to say to the gentleman only this: in 1850, 
when I submitted the remarks to which he refers, 
and while I discussed the position assumed by 
various gentlemen on this floor, 1 then stated that 
it was the duty of Congress to pass laws in refer- 
ence to this question, and to let the people decide, 
when they came to frame the irconstitution, what 
their domestic institutions should be. I endeav- 
ored to bring them to the point by showing what 
their positions respectively were. 

I will say to the gentleman, further—for I do not 
desire that my po sition on this question shall be 
misunderstood either here or elsewhere—that I 
stated then,and I state now, that any remark 
which | may have made then, or at any other 
time, that I was willing to vote fom the Wilmot 
proviso, or anything else which was not a fair, 
just, and ¢ quitable adjustment of all these ques- 
tions between the States and the people of the 
States, was made with a view to bring the friends 
of the Administration to a particular point. In 
the remarks made in 1850, and to which he refers, 
I there stated that my object was to brine the ad- 
ministration of General ‘Taylor to the test, to see 
whether his northern or southern supporters had 
been deceived. It was not for any other reason. 
I stated, on Saturday last, that I had not acted in 
accordance with those declarations, and that if I 
had, I should have committed a wrong and unjust 
act. When the bills of 1850, which recognize 
the same principle as the Nebraska-Kansas act, 
were passed, | took my position on the ground 
which I now occupy. 

i wantto say anotherthing. Iam one of those 
who change my opinions when I think that they 
are wrong ones. I disavow any sentiment which 
I have attered when I think that itis wrong. I 
said, the other day, that while-[ believe, accord- 
ing to the letter of the Constitution, we had a 
right to exclude slavery, yet, at the same time, as 
it was unjust and wrong, I say, in my opinion, 
it violated the spirit of the Constitution; for that 
Constitution was made to secure equality among 
all the States and the citizens of the Union. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I repeat, I am gratified 
that the gentleman from [linois did take back on 
Saturday last the position which he occupied in 
his speech in 1850. I need not repeat the seati- 
ments of personal respect and general admiration 
of his positions on that national question which 
I expressed on Friday; but, at the same time, I 
must do myself the justice, if the House will per- 
mit me, to say, that the interrogatories which I 
propounded to the gentleman from L[llinois were 
predicated on his record at the page which [have 
| cited to the House—questions as to the territorial 
governments for the territory acquired from 


Mexico, the greater portion of which, leaving 


out California, lay south of the Missouri com- 
promise line. 
The gentleman from Illinois maintained that 
the local laws of New Mexico at the time pro- 
| hibited slavery. He maintained that the Consti- 
tution of the United States could not carry to, or 


that the Wilmot proviso was therefore unneces- 
sary; that the local law abolishing slavery ought 
to be satisfactory to the anti-slavery men. He 
| said that if the bill, silent on the subject of sla- 

very, (the local laws being of course left to operate 
its prohibition in the territory south of 36° 30’,) 


What would be the effect of that vote? 


peerieey 
am gratified that he has taken that position back; 


sidered the conservers of the constitutional richts 


ceupied seats upon this floor, then I say to you || of the South, to make attacks on the gentleman 


wi 


can bring them out, and I will do so when those 
Wwar-to-the-knife symptoms, of which I have seen 


16 





‘hat there are records behind certain gentlemen || from Pennsylvania, (Mr. FuLier.] 
ich shall be presented to the American people. || 


| Mr. STEPHENS, The gentleman, I trust, 
| does not suppose that I intended to make any 
‘attack on the gentleman from Pennsylvania. If 


protect slavery in, the Territories; and he urged 


|; morrow, or at a very early day. 


were defeated, that he would vote for the Wilmot || 
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the position which he did. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. My opinion is, that the 
advocates of the constitutional power of Congress 
to establish or prohibit slavery in the territory of 
the United States—though they may live in the 
South, thougn they may prot ss to be the ad- 
vocates of the con titutional rights of the South— 
are doing to the South more damage and are more 
Abolitionists of the North. 
My purpose has been to draw out the candidates 
for the speakership into an expression of their 
sentiments and their records in this House; and 
I think that I have accomplished it, 

The CLERK. The Clerk would suggest that 
all this debate is out of ord Pe . 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called) 
said: I do not rise to make any personal expla- 
nation, or any explaration of the vote that | am 
about to give; nor do I rise for th purpose of 
making any other remarks, further than to SAY, 
that I hold in my hand some resolutions which 
I shall now ask to have read, and which I shall 
submit to the consideration of the House toe 
1 1 I snall offer 
them, sir, in good faith; and believing that they 
present the only result which this House can 
arrive at with credit to itself or satisfaction to the 
country, I ask that the resolutions may be read 
as a part of my remarks. ; 

Mr. EDIE. Can these resolutions be read while 
the vote is being taken? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ihave aright to have them 
read as a part of my remarks. — 


d ingerous than the 


The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

Whereas, after a trial of uegr seven weeks, this House 
has, trom a fundamental disagreement of opinion as to the 
powers and policy of this Government amongst the Repre- 
sentatives of the people elected to the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress, found itself incapable of affecting such an organiza- 
tion as qualifies it to discharge the functions which the 
Constitution has devolved upon itas an essential branch of 
the legislative power of the country; and which disagree. 
ment of opinion, founded as itis upon principle, will, it ia 
just to presume, prevent any organization of this House +t 
t future period, so long as the individuals now composing 
it act under the authority derived from the elections which 
have returned them as members of this body ; and whereas, 
it is proper and in accordance with the true theory of our 
Governinent that the powers thus provided by the Conati- 
tution for the general good, and delegated by the peapic, 
shall not be held by their agents in abeyance, but shall be 
exercised for the purpose for which they were granted, or 
surrendered to the people of the several States, that they 
inay bave an opportunity of reviewing and determining, by 
the selection of new agents, these principles of constitu- 
tional power and national policy, a difference in regard ta 
which now so unhappily mars the harmony of this nation, 
and obstruets the regular action of the Government; 

Resolved, That each member of this louse will, on Mon- 
day next, if a Speaker shail not before that day be elected, 
prepare and deposit with the Clerk a sealed paper, indorsed 
with his name and containing the resignation of his seat as 
a member of the Thicty-Fourth Congress; which sealed letter 
of resignation, when delivered by every member of this 
House, or by such number as will in good faith earry into 
effect the object of this resolution, shall, by order of the 
Hiouse, be opened by the Clerk, and publicly read from his 
table, and shall from that time operate to vacate his seat as 
a member of this House; and it shall be the duty of the 
Clerk forthwith to transmit to the Governors of the several 
States the letters of resignation of the members now repre- 
senting said States. 

Resolved, That when this House adjourns on Monday next, 
it will, (with the consent of the Senate.) if a Speaker shall 
not before that day be elected, adjourn to meet on the first 
Monday in May next. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will simply remark, 
that I shall submit those resolutions to-morrow. 
I vote no. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (when his name was 
called,) said: I intend to vote no on this resolu- 
tion; but before doing so, I desire to say a word 
or two, as I am one of the four gentlemen who 
have been referred to as having voted for the plu- 
rality rule in 1849. I voted for it then because I 
saw that it would accomplish the object I had in 
view. I did not, consider, in giving that vote, 
that there was any principle, constitutional or 
otherwjge, involved in it. It was merely a vote 
of expediency, for the purpose of organizing the 
House. I wish to say to the House, and to my 
people, (not,to-** the country,”’) thet.I gave that 
vote because I saw then, very clearly, that by 
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adopting the plurality rule, we could elect a na- | 


tional Demoerat as Speaker; but from what I 


hat soen since we have met he re, I am not so 
| eatished that we could do that now; and, 

. . . , — re t 
therefore, | vote against it. I say thus much, 


becau j want my people to understand why | 
voted for the plurality rule in 1849, and against 
I vote no, 

‘he result of the vote was then announced, as 
) ‘ recorded. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Clerk, I have 
seen much, heard much, and read much that has 
session of Congress; but I 


‘ ¥ uw 
i Iv 


surprised me at this } 
was never more amaz d in all my life than I was 
on entering the I fail this morning, to find a propo- 
sition of this kind pending before this body. I 
felt embarrassed, because I thought that it might 
place me in a false attitude before the House and 
I felt, also, that it might tend to 
But I had 
no remedy; and I now rise for the simple purposé 


the country. 


embarrass the action of this Hous ye 


of assuring the House that the proposition was 
Se ah i Mines bekedl oi on oe oe ed , 
made without my Knowiedre and wilnout ny 


authority. It was, doubtless, the result of per- 
sonal kindness and of patriotic design on the 
part of the gentleman from lowa, and | ¢ 
him for it, 

Sir, itis but proper I shuld say that since | 
withdrew my name on the seventh day of D - 


ber, | have on several occasions been appealed to 


by honorable gentlemen to give my co nt to tl 
introduction of some such proposition as this, 
Those who never voted for me during the time I 
was before the House as » candidate of my 
friends, have made appeals to me that they might 
be authorized to submit something of this ki 


The honoral ym Penns} 
Kwienr] has made such an appeal to me on 
than one occasion. My untform response has bee: 


that whatever ambition I might have had 


le gentleman fr 


» Wnen 


I came here, to occupy that high and honorab! 

post, had been cured, because [ thought that its 
honors had been very materially frittered away 
by the circumstances conn xcted with this contro- 


versy. ® 

{ assured the gentlemen who made these aypli- 
cations to me that, under no cirew 
ever, could I, in the existing con 
be considered as a candidate, or as throwing any 
obstacle in the way of a speedy organization of 
this body. With the honorable gentleman from 
Iowa, [Mr. Tuorineron,} 1 believe 1 have 1 
for some weeks, scarcely passed the ordin 
courtesies and eivilities of the day, mue! 
have any conversation with him upon a proposi- 
tien such as he has submitted; and he ‘ 
will, if he has not already done so, exonerate me 
fully and entirely from any participation I 
matter, 

Mr. THORINGTON., I stated, I believe, I 
had not had, directly or indirectly, any consulta- 
tien with the gentleman from Ohio, and had only 
mentioned the matter to some of my particular 
friends. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I am glad, however, that 


the vote has been taken, because it m | 





} 
Gouvtiess 


be the 
means of throwing some additional light upon 
this question of organization, and of enabling us 
to extricate ourselves from the difficulues in our 
way. Iam glad, too, for the further reason, that 
it gives me an opportunity to acknowledge, in 
my humble way, my unfeigned gratitude to those 


iY 
) 


patenan ome there are many of them—who | 
ave supported this resolution, yet who did not, | 


tor reasons satisfactory to them, vote for me upon 
the former occasion. 

Here the result of the vote was announced, as 
above recorded. 


HON. DANIEL MACE. 
Mr. CUMBACK. 


sumed the time of the House by talking, and I 
rise now, not with the intention of consuming 
much time, but simply for the purpose of intro- 
ducing a resolution which, I think, will facilitate 
the organization of this House. 
first part of the session, I cast my vote for the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- 
eee) and continued to do so as long as he was 
a candidate for the speakership. Since he with- 
drew his name from the canvass, I have sggadily 
and uniformly, at every call of the roll, cast my 
vote for the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts; and I say here, if my vote would elect 


I have never, as yet, con- 


During the 
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that gentleman now, he should have it; if 


en 


it || desired result. Now, sir, I want to follow this 


would elect the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Camp- |} subject no further. 


BELL,| he should have it; or if it would elect any 
man of this House, who was reliable against the 
further extension of slavery, he should have it. 
We want an organization, and I care nothing for 
men. ‘* Principles,and not men,’’ has ever been 
my motto, 


I have drawn up, and have in my hand, a reso- 





lution which embodies the name of a man who, 
itis well known, has been true upon this ques- 


tion—the name of a man who, although a sup- 
porter of this Administration when it came into 
power, has had the manhood and the nerve to 
resist the policy of power when it 
abandoned the principles of fersonian Democ- 
racy by aiding chment of slavery 
upon free territory—a man who first in this Hall 
raised his voice against this outrage—this deep 
and infamous iniquity of repealing a solemn com- 
pact and compromise to spread the curse of hu- 
man bondage. Iwill cast my vote chec rfully for 
| m, and ] hope eve ry anti-Ne \ 


j 
iii 
lo 


that same 
pes 
vi 
, 1 
ine encroa 


re, 


thre 
braska man in this 


i se will cast his vote for him. I do not pro- 
nose to say anything by way of eulogy upon him. 
His record is enough for him to stand upon, and 
bey i that he needs no recommendation at my 


nds. His independence, and his adherence to 


cause of freedom, are his best eulogy. I 
nd the resolution to the Clerk’s table, and ask 
that it may be read. 


rn FE . o.1y . 
Che resolution was read, as follows: 


ee 
Resolved, That the 


Hon. Danret Mace be, and he is 





he eclared Speaker of the Thirty-Fourth Congress. 
Mr. CUMBACK. I demand the previous 
ceuestion upon the resolution. 


' Mr. DU Will my colleague withdraw his 
demand for a moment? 
Mr. CUMBACK. Not now. 
i remark: I offered 


further 
without any consultation 


AT AT 
LULa. 


I want to make 
this resolution 
whatever with my 
worthy colleague, [ . Mace;] and I offer it in 
diaith. itis not that geentleman’s ambition, 
is it his desire, to be Speaker of this House. 
[ have been constantly voting with the majority, 


+! 


nis 
Atv 

avit 
o th 


and l offer this resolution with the sole purpose 
of procuring thereby an organization of this 

\ir. DUNN. Will my colleague withdraw his 
call for the previous question? 


Mr. CUMBACK.. I will withdraw it in favor 
of my colleague, if he will renew it. 

Mr. DUNN. I will renew the call for the pre- 
vious question, if he desires it. lam not di 
leased—on the contrary, Iam gratified—that the 
whip has at last left the outer circle and been 
displayed upon this floor. I had occasion a few 
moments ago to remark to the gentleman from 
Ohio, that | was not responsible to him, or to any 
member of this House, for the manner in which 


ais- 





announced, this morning, to the country— 


I wish to make another remark to some op 


5 n- 
tlemen upon this floor. Several gentlemen }, 


we 


cause it is the country which is interested jy all 


| these matters—that the whole responsibility of 


| braskaism, but one fully in the faith and practic 
| and that I am almostas old upon that subject a 


w fit to cast my vote uponany question here. | 
I believe the safety of our institutions depend, 


not only upon the freest exercise of that right, 
but upon the promptestand sternest rebuke upon 
heck or inany wise controlit. Never- 


ie 
any elforttoc 


theless, [ have been willing all along to conforn, | 


in the selection of officers of the House, to that 
old and time-honored usage of designating the can- 
didates by party caucuses—a mode found emi- 
nently convenient and useful, 

And, sir, I believe gentiemen very well know— 
and if any one will take the responsibility of con- 
tradicting it, I should like to have him rise in his 
place and do so now—that at no time during the 
present session of Congress has my voice been 
against this usage. At all times, when I have 
spoken upon this subject, from the day when I 
first arrived in this city, have I aarnestly urged it. 
As my ¢olleague [Mr. Brenton] from the Fort 


| Wayne district, yesterday morning remarked— 


and in my judgment no man can doubt the truth 
of it—this entire embarrassment has grown out 
of the fact that a caucus has been refused asa 


means of designating the person who should be | 


the candidate for the speakership, I have heard 
much said about caucuses, but [ aive seen noth- 
ing entitled to that designation. A few gentle- 


men of a party cannot constitute a caucus. No 


/man ever before understood that as being a 


| 


caucus. It is understood, when we speak of a 
caucus, that we mean the coming together, and 
acting together, of those having a common inter- 
est and aim, for the purpose of earrying out the 


- 


; now. 


this want of organization rested upon those hyoro 
who, professing to be anti-Nebraska men, would 
not give their annie to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs.] Let me tell thosa 
gentlemen, I am not only a professor of anti-No. 


“9 
; ag 
some who are the most noisy and stormy hero 
Sir, I will not yield one inch from 4) 


it 


front line of those who claim to be the old soldieys 
, 


| or the neophytes, in this army; and when you, 


| gentlemen, one or all of you, undertake 


| is through, the church will be ready to turn out 


to read 
me from the church, I imagine, before this trig} 
That is all I have to say upon that subject, save 
this: I do not permit any one of you to keep my 


judgment, my conscience, my politics, or my 


honor; nor will you control my vote upon any 


cul 





subject here against my own sense of ri 


They are in my own care, and I shall, in all 
cases, conform to what I regard just and proper, 


USCS, . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman allow 
me a word of explanation? That gentleman 
must perfectly recollect that public notive was 


| given of a meeting of the anti-Nebraska mem- 
| bers, and that those gentlemen, to the number of 


| sixty-nine or seventy, did actually attend. lam 


told, by some gentleman near me, that there 
were more than eighty present, but I cannotsay, 
That gentlemen was among the number. We 


came for the purpose of acting, and I am sure 


|| that he does not intend to say that these gentle. 


men were not willing to act on that occasion. On 
the contrary, he will say—he will not do any indi- 


ae F.*. ° 
| vidual the injustice to deny—that they proceeded 


here? 


to avow their intention to vote for Mr. Banxs. | 
mention this, because it is due to my friend from 
Indiana, and to all of us here, that this thing 
should go out as the facts really were. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Clerk, I thank the gentle. 
man from Ohio for alluding to some things which 
have transpired in caucuses. May I trouble him 
to be as candid in alluding to some other things 
which transpired in ** the hole in the wall” below 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
have no objection. 

(N. At the time that I told the gen- 


Anything, Certainly | 


Mr. DUNN. 
tleman from Ohio and others, that I took up my 


| indentures in support of Mr. Banks, and gave 
them the reason why I should no longer vote for 
| him, will he state what occurred there, and what 





reasons I gave then for withdrawing from Mr. 
Banks’s support? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I do not understand the 
ceygleman’s interrogatory. 

Mr. DUNN. ILhope the gentleman from Ohio 
will now inform the House, inasmuch as he thinks 
it Pareer proper to go into what transpired ia 
caucus, what occurred in another place called a cau- 
cus, on an occasion when I stated that I had given 
my last vote for Mr. Banks, and what reasons I 
then gave. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mb friend from Indiana 
does not, I am sure, intend to say or to intimate 
that I have made public the proceedings of a cau- 
cus. Idid intend to say that we met here, at this 


| place, and, as it was due to ourselves as well as 


to him that our action should be known, that he 
withdrew from the caucus, and did not act with 
us. He now alludes to a meeting, an informal 
meeting, which took place in the committee room 
of the Comfhittee on the Judiciary, I believe. ! 
do not recollect the date of that meeting, nomao 
I know what he wishes me to state in regard (0 
it. Whatever I do know, I am certainly willing 
to express. So far as I myself am concerned, 
have no secrets. 

Mr. DUNN. I refer to the meeting of gentle- 
men from the northwestern territory, or a part of 
those gentlemen, (for | have since learned they 
were not all there,) with a few gentlemen from 
other sections of the country, on the evening of 
the same day that Mr. Campse.t withdrew lus 
name as a candidate for the speakership. ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will my friend from Ind- 


ana state what point he wishes me to speak upon’ 
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r. DUN NN. The point is what I there a an- it 
nounced as the reason that I neither could nor 
po id any longer continue my support of Mr. | 
BANKS, until he should be fairly and honestly 

inated; and if he pleases, alac ) state what gave 

to my remarks. 
\ir. GIDDINGS. My friend will pardon me. 
Ihave noses that he did express the reasons of 
hic course, but I am unable now to repeat them. 
} 
i 


no 
ris 





he did give them at that time, I do not recollect 

m. Probably, if he would repeat them now, I 
a : bear testimony to what he said. 

Mr. DUNN. I ‘shall not now repeat them; and 
ag the gentleman from Ohio only remembers a 
art of W he ut took place in what he calls a cau- 

and does not remember anything that took 
niace in What he calls an informal meeting, I will 
pace rainst what I believe to be my right, with 
a view of preserving some degree of harn nony 
among the anti-Nebraska men—bear the injustice 
and misconstruction which gentlemen are so 

nxious to fast n on me on this occasion. I will 
«bide my time;”? and I shall have a vindication 
which will at least deliver me from all blame, 
though it may blister others But let that blis- 
ter come; it will be no fault of mine. It is, per- 
haps, unfortunate for the gentleman from Ohio 
that his memory has failed him as to some mat- 
ters. If it had not, he could scarcely have deemed 
me inte rruption necessary. 
--GIDDINGS. Does my friend from Indi- 
ana intend to impute to me un! kindness ? 

Mr. DUNN. I wish only to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, as he has stated, that I came 
to the caucus, as he calls it, in pursuance of 
call signed by myself and some others, on he 
oceasion of the ** informal meeting’’ of which he 
speaks—a call which some other gentlemen re- 
fused to sign. But instead of finding a full meet- 
ing | found but a partial me¢ ung’ and the gentle- 
men who were there 1 found to be simply pre- 
pared—as seemed necessary in th le pre dicament 
of men who could net help themselves—to regis- 
ter the edict of those who staye id aw ay. There 
was no liberty of choice given there; their po- 
sition was ridiculous. I was unwilling to sub- 
mit as a slave to any such thing; and, sir, I never 
will. Butl have said enough on this point here- 
tofore, and will not repeat it. I am not here to 
give reasons for my course, but simply to repeat 
that no one here has any right to call my vote in 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would state that I did 
not attend the meeting spoke n of; but if the gen- 
tleman {Mr. Dunn] thinks that even now he can 
give me any reason why, as an honorable man, 
{should withdraw my vote from Mr. Banxs, | 
would like to know it, and I now desire that he 

shall give it. Imputations have been thrown out 
on this floor long enough. And I now say that, 
if a charge can ‘be _prove ‘d against the c: »ndidate 

forwhom I am voting which can reflect any dis- 
honor upon him, I shall abandon him. Hyt if 
the imputations thrown out against my candMate 
[Mr. 3aNKs] cannot be sustained by a direct 
charge, then they will only bind me to him with 
cords of steel, and I will never abandon him. So 
[ would, in all kindness and in all courtesy, ask 
the gentleman from Indiana, for whom I have 
high respect, to let us have these charges and 
these proofs. [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DUNN resumed the floor, but was re- 
minded by the Clerk that his time had expired. 
(Gries of ** Let him go on!’ ] 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the | 
gentleman from Indiana will proceed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I object. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the gentleman from | 
Ingjana be at liberty to proceed, 

The CLERK. That motion is not in order. 
It will be recollected that the terms of the reso- 
lution limiting debate are positive; that when 

objection is made at the termination of the ten 
minutes, the member who has the floor must cease 
speaking. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House 


~ the gentleman from Indiana leave to pro- | 
cer 


Mr. DUNN. I will not ask that favor. i| 


Mr. WHEELER. Has the gentleman’s time 
expired, Mr. Clerk? 


The CLERK. It has. | 
t. WHEELER. And haveIthe floor? |! 


c 
n 
I 
( 


that the gentlemar 


‘ana will allow me,I will say this: 


| own way about this matter. 
| to a statement made by the gentleman from New 


The CLERK. The gentleman fem New York 
| [Mr. Wuecter}] has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I yield my right to 
the floor to the gentleman from India 

A Memser. You cannot do that w shows the 
consent of the House. 

Mr. DUNN. My colleague [Mr. Cumnacx] 
has requir d that I should renew the call for the 
previous question. I wish, in dOing so, simply 
to say that I have no chareves to mat] ke. Itismy 
necessity and my privilege to defend; and if that 
Rives’: should hurt others, let them look to. th 
cause of it. I invade no man’s territory, but if 
any man comes upon mine 

The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 
gentleman from Indiana that he is not entitled to 
= a 

. DUNN. But one w rd. When any one 
‘irene himself upon my threshold, I shall treat 
him with such hospitality as his intrusion de- 
serves, 

Mr. MEAC IT: AM, (inte rrupting. )} I made an 
objection the other day to a gen len van pr ceeding 
be yond the ordinery limit o yros rule. It was to 
a gentleman on the ‘other side of the ] Tlouse; and 
I now feel be anc in honor, to do to our own sid 
of the House what I would do to the other. If 
the gentleman ‘Senn Indiana has any charge to 
make against Mr. Banxs, and has any proofs to 
|| bring in support of it, I will withdraw my objec 











, : ve ad vy iy Ov) 4 
tion in order to allow him to present them. 
Mr. DUNN. I have already stated that I 
shall make no charg: 1 
Mr. MEACHA a; Very well; then I insist 
1 has no right to the floor. 
Mr. TAPPAN. If the gentleman from Indi- 


n 


lL happened 
ring in the 
has been made, 
and I heard he gentieman [Mr. Dunn] state that 
hee ould voted Mr. Banks no longer: but I do not 
recollect that he gave any reason atalj. I think 
that this matter should not rest any longer on 
innuendo. I think that if the gentleman has any 
charges to make, or any reasons to allege for 
abandoning Mr. Banks, he should state them 
now. I, forone, do not recollect his giving tiem 


. : 
at that tiy 
AU LELAL bt i 








accidentaliv 


to be present at the 
-room to whi hreferen 


co mm it 


rentier men som times fail them. It is sometims 
ggnvenient to i I have seen one or two 
instances of it here. But the failure of any ma 
memory does not change my judgment as to what 
Il ought to do in the exis sting state of the case; 
nor will it change the course which I mean to 
pursue. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Indiana was per- 
mitted to proceed with his remarks upon the 
understanding that he was to make his charge 
and make them good, against the gentleman from 
Massachusetis, and only upon that understand- 
ing. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It is too late now to raise 
that point of order. 

Mr. MEACHAM. No, sir, it is not too late 
I insist thatthe gentleman from Iridiana shall b 
confined to charges against the gentleman from 


| WA 
Massachusctts. 


Mr. DUNN. No, sir; I said that I had no 


| charges to make against the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts to the House, and that I w ould 


make none. I shall take my own time and my 


TI want now to allude 


York, (Mr. Sace,] as illustrating this shortness 
of memory to which men are liable. He coolly 
told us a moment ago that he had che -erfully voted 


for Mr. Campse xu unti! the name of that centle- 


man was withdrawn. Now, sir,the record shows 
that, for the first eleven votes, the gentleman from 
New York voted ste adily for Mr. Banks, while 


| Mr. Banks himself was all that time amusing 


himself, and pressing the public interest to con- 
clusions, by throwing off on Mr. Wueeter. 
There was no such urgent necessity then for the 


i imme diate 0 organization of the House. 


Mr. SAGE. The gentleman will do me the 


justice to allow me to say that the record will 
show 


Mr. DUNN 





I will state the gentleman cor- 


rectly, for | am 1 stating from the record. I have 


itin my hand. 


Mr. SAGE. I will tell the gentleman how it || draw as was expected, these gentlemen ail, or 


ir. DUNN. I am aware that memories of 
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was. I voted for Mr. Bangs at ‘the commence- 
ment, until I found that there was a movement 
made up on the part of the anti-Nebraska men to 
concentrate upon Mr. Campsets. I then voted 
for that gentleman until his name was withdrawn. 
I then voted for Mr. Pennineron. 

And now let me say one thing more in reference 
to that caueus. I myself went io the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Dunn,] informed him that a 
caucus of our friends was to be held, and asked 
him if he would attend it. He replied that he 
would, if the weather would permit—it being a 
stormy day, an nd his health not being good. He 
said the oniy objection he had to acting with those 
of us who were supporting Mr. Bangs was, that 
his candidacy was not the result of a caucus nom- 
ination; butthat, ifa fulland fair caucus was held, 
he should be found acting with the majority. 
Well, sir, the caucus was held, and the gentie- 
nan from Indiana was present, as has been stated 
at the commencement. He then made a speech, 
stating, as | rect llect, that the whole anti-Ne- 
braska strength in the House was one hundred 
and twenty-three members, and thatif they would 
all unite in caucus and make a nomination, he 
would be bound by it, but not otherwise. The 
rentleman will correct me if I am wrong. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘Take your own course. 


I think there were some eighty 

present. If I mistake not, the ballot 

taken that evening shows that about seventy 
voted 

Mr. DUNN rose. 

Mr. SAGE ‘The gentleman from Indiana! 


members 


mcmvVers 


Laat is Pal 

Mr. ‘DU NN. T he gentleman may have stated 
his unders tanding of the facts, but there is a tri- 
fling ¢ 





ifference between his wnderstanding of the 
facts and the facts themselves. Now, sir, I shall 
ro a little further into the matter, and show the 
a Re cant want of accuracy of recollection 
upon @ very important point. I believe there 
id been several efforts made to get up an anti- 
braska caucus at what was known as the 
publican rooms, before the one to which the 
eentieman from New Yerk has made allusion. 
‘his was on the Friday and Saturday before 
Congress met. I believe it is known that the 
ntleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. eae 
and some of his friends, could not be persuade 
to take any part in the adh seedings, with a view 
Ol making a nomination; and aiter that time, 
the genlteman from New York [Mr. Sace} was 
sleadiy casung his vote for Mr. BANKS, of Mas- 
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chusetts. ‘Lhe delecation from Massachusetts 
lso, and several other gentlemen from different 
tates, continued to cast their votes for him, 


keeping up his vote all the ume to about twenty- 


‘gentleman si ys that} at a certain time 
1e dirres ed from the course he had been pur- 
suing, and continued to yote for Mr. Campse.ut 
until his name was withdrawn. Now, in refer- 
ence to this matter, I think the exact truth should 
be told, as the gentleman’s memory is again at 
fault. ‘here are some coincidences that may be 
considered as rather striking Extracts were 
read here ‘i other day from a oh tter purporting 
to have been written by the senior member from 
Ohio [Mr. Gippines] upon this floor, in which 
it was said that, at a certain time, it was deter- 
mined to give the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
CampsBe..} a handsome vote, by way of placing 
him ina rood position to re tire from. I do not 
pretend to give his language, but that was the 
substance. i have some recollection—and there 
are other gentlemen here who have the same ree< 
ollection—of hearing that same thing whispered 
round these desks at a particular time; and, if the 
record be examined, it will be found that the gen- 
tleman from New York, and some others, were 
Just i about that time taken witha digressive spirit 
in favor of Mr. Campsext. [Laughter.]} Several 
gentlemen from Massachusetts, who had been, 
with the gentleman from New York, steadily 
voting for Mr. Banxs up to that time, and others 
from other States who cm also been voting for 
Mr. Banks, also took occasion to digress at exactly 
that lime: a complimentary digression, the gentle- 
man from Ohio |Mr. Gippines]} would call it. 
Well, it so happened that Mr. Campsexy stood 
fire a littlesbetter than it was intended he should; 
and when it was ascertained that he did not with- 
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nearly 80, dropped off, and Mr. Campsriy’s vote | 


us see how the vote of the gentleman from New 
York stands, for I have the record before me. It 


shows that he voted the first el ven times for 
Mr. Banks, the next six times for Mr. CAMPBELL. 


Then he east four votes for Mr. Pennincton, 
then two for Mr. Camppe.., and Mr. CAMPBELL 
withdrew. Sothe gentleman’s declaration a while 
aro mnote ntirely sustained by the récord. The re- 
cord of the zentleman from New York, atthattime, 
is about that of a good many other gentlemen in 
this Hall. have civen it, that gentlemen may 
se@ the position of things about the time when the 
Jetter of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] 
says they determine d to run up the vote of Mr. 
Camppecr as larce as possib! 
a handsome position to retire from. 
CGlerk, the centleman from 


he commenced voting for 


e, so as to sive him 
Well, Mr. 
New York, : 

the gent] 


on after 
man from 
», (Mr. Campsexr.,| was seized with suchan 
attachment for my friend from New Jersey, {Mr. 
mwineton,] that he could not leave him for a 
»day. After Mr. Camppe.y.’s name was 
withdrawn, he went back to the rent! 





‘man from 
New Jersey, and remained by him during the 
whole of that day. 

There is one other little matter to which I wish 
also to refer, that it may go to complete the record. 
I said here, some days aco, that I was authorized 
by my colleague from the Fort Wayne district, 
(Mr. Brenton,] to state a circumstance that he 
advised me of, to the effect that, after Mr. Camp- 
BELL’s name had been withdrawn, the friends of 
Mr. Baws did not wish that the 
men should cancentrate their votes upon him at 
onee, ‘They wanted them to scatter or throw off 
until it was seen that Mr. Pennixcron,and other 
anti-Nebraska candidates, should exhaust their 
force, and their election be found impracticable, 
and have their names withdrawn, or to that effect; 
then we were to concentrate upon Mr. Banks, and 
elect him. My colleague will, if I have not the 
authority to make this statement, call me to order, 
and correct me if I have not made the statement 
correctly. 

Mr. BRENTON. I have only this to say: 
when Mr. Campne.y’s name was withdrawn, the 
friends of Mr. Banks approached me and requested 
me not to vote for Mr. Banks now, saying that 
Mr. Bawxs did not desire it—that his friends were 

Ise just then. I replied 


anti-Nebraska 





to vote for somebody else | 
that I was afraid that when Mr. Banks got ready, 
I mieht not be ready; and I accordingly cast my 
vote for Mr. Banks, and continued to vote for 
him. I made this statement tomy colleague [Mr. 
Denn] who is now on t} 

Mr. SAGE. 
the record correctly so far as the statement of 
tiny votes is concérned; but, to place the matter 
in its proper light, I desire to say, that after Mr. 
Camrppety.’s name had been withdrawn 1 cast my 
vote for Mr. Pennineron in good faith; and, if 
the friends of that rentleman had allowed me, I 
should have continued to vote for him to this 
time, unless he had desired me to desist. But 
what I want to say in this connection is, to give 
my reason for selecting that gentleman then as 
my candidate—and I believe the House will bear 
me witness in the correctness of the reason. It 
was urged by the friends of the gentleman from 
New Jersey, that the anti-Nebraska men of Penn- 


, floor. 


The gentleman from Indiana states 


- 


sylvania could not be made to concentrate upon | 
Mr. Banxs until they had first tried the gentle- | 


man from New Jersey, [Mr. Pennineron,} whom 
they preferred next to the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania, [Mr. Fun.er,] for whom they were | 


then easting their votes. With this representa- 
tion, (Mr. Camppet.’s name having been with- 
drawn,) I believed it just, as well as sound policy, 
to concentrate the anti-Nebraski streneth on the 
eevee from New Jersey, [Mr, Pennteéron. } 


. . . . i 
urged this concentration in good faith and ear- 


nestness, but the opposition of the friends of the 
gentieman from New Jersey, [Mr. Penniveron,] 
prevented it. That was the position taken by 
me, and | believe it was a correct one. 

Mr. DUNN. There has been too much of 
policy in these transactions; I think that a little 
more of straightforwardness might have been 
equally, if not more, beneficial to the public in- 
terest, and quite as creditable to gentlemen con- 


cerned, [Laughter.} I regret that the friends 
of my friend from New Jorsey prevented any 


man from standing firmly to their candidate. I 
was aenin reduced to about the old standard. Let || take this occasion to say, that I am not in the list | 








of friends who drove any man from his standard. 
Mr. PENNINGTON. Mr. Clerk, I assume 


have acted on their own responsibility. I will 


| responsibility for him. 
no responsibility for any action taken on the || 


| part of aa of my friends in this contest; they |! mated a wish tovthat effect. 


say, however, that I learned, late at night, soon || 
after the withdrawal of my friend from Ohio, | 


| (Mr. Campzern.,] that a plan—a scheme I will 


call it, because that word expresses better what 
I mean—a scheme was concerted, in a certain 
quarter, to run me up to acertain point, and then 
to drop me, and in that way to kill me off out of 
the way of other candidates. [Laughter.] At 
the hour of one o’clock at night, when every 
sood Chri l htto have been a-bed, flaugh- 


san oui 


| ter,] I was obliged, in self-defense, to make my 
’ 


way through the dark passages of this city to 
the headquarters where I supposed this seheme 
was concocted, and there protested against this 
‘6most foul and unnatural murder.”’ 
lauchter. ] 

Mr. DUNN. If I may be allowed to borrow 
an illustration from a coarse and ordinary, but 
very essential and respectable, pursuit of life in 
the West, | would say that there has been a good 
deal in this transaction much after the habit of 
our people who address their attention to the 
raising of hogs for the market; they fatten first 
to slaughter afterwards. {Laughter.] . 

But this is digressing from the point which I 
was remarking on when my colleague [Mr. 
Brenton] kindly answered my question. His 
answer is intially in accordance with the 
statement of facts which I made. Now, during 
that day, my colleague and myself in accord- 


ance 


subst 


publicly referred to in this House, continued to 
vote for Mr. Banks. ‘The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sage] and other gentlemen, during 
the same day. were foeding and fattening the 
gentleman from New Jersey, {[Mr. Pennineron, | 
that he might be slaughtered here next morning. 
During the silence and darkness of that night, 
what great light burst on the gentleman from 


| is not mine as an individual member only, but itis 


[Great | 


with the azreement which I have heretofore | 


New York and other gentlemen in some parts of | 


the House, I do not know. 

Mr. SAGE. 
that point. The light thrown on me was this: 
the gentleman’s friends remonstrated with me 
against what I believed to be the true policy for 
our side of the House, viz: that the anti-Nebraska 
men presenting Mr. Pennineron should stand 
by him. 

Mr. DUNN. My friends remonstrated, sir! 
I do not knowthat | have any friend on this floor. 
Nor does it, in the least, concern me if I have 
not, so far as this matter goes. 

Mr. SAGE. I mean the friends of Mr. Pen- 
NINGTON. . 

Mr. DUNN. Very well. There*have been 
indications here this morning, that would reason- 
ably warn a cautious man that he was in the 
midst of enemies. I ask no favor; I shun no re- 
sponsibility that I ought to meet. But enough 
of this. : 

The next morning after Mr. Campseut with- 
drew, the gentleman from New York, with va- 


| rious other gentlemen, came here, and by their 


| 


action indicated to us the fact that they had dis- 
covered, during the night, that Mr. Banxs was 
peculiarly the man of this generation. Many 
years ago there wasa sentiment which was placed 
asa motto at the head of our newspapers and 
seen on our banners, and carried in our public 
processions; it- was, *‘ Liberty and Union: one 
and inseparable, now and forever.’’ Sir, thatisa 
proud motto—a noble sentiment; but [ suppose 
it is now to give place, or is being attempted to 
be made to give place, to another—“ Banks and 
freedom, now and forever;’’ and all who will ‘not 
come up and say that that is their confession of 
faith and their rule of practice, are to be read out 
of the greatarmy of the friends of freedom. Read 
out! Who has conferred upon these gentlemen 
pontifical robes and powers? If you have these 
emblems of authority, learn that I am no Catholic, 
and so I laugh at the bulls and the thunders of 
the Vatican. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to make a suggestion 
to the gentleman from Indiana. He says that lie 
disclaims any responsibility to any portion of the 
members of this House. 


1 will inform the gentleman on | 
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| sons for votiug against Mr. Banks, and no one 





H 


|chaPzes against Mr. Banks, nor is he giving 


| been the views of gentlemen and of their constitu 


| to accomplish certain ends had sanctified all the 
|| delinqueneies of the past. 


| doing what he promised to do when he took the 


| propriety as to time, place, and audience. 
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Mr. DUNN. For my vote I do. 
Mr.STANTON. Allright. All Task is, tha 
he will discharge the anti-Nebraska men from any 


Mr. DUNN. I have never asserted nor inti. 
1 I think, when the 
gentlemen discharge the responsibility which jg 
on their shoulders to those to whom they are ay. 
swerable, they may be satisfied. They may find 
that they have enough labor on their hands, With 
outstanding as sentinels on my conduct. | claim 
the privilege which I extend to others—that of bo. 
ing governed by the dictates of my own juden, nt 
on the*facts which are beforeme. That privil a 


that of the men who have sent me here to take care 
of their interests; a privilege solemnly guarantieg 
for the highest uses; and it shall not be drawn 
from my hands, nor insulted in my person, byany 
power on this floor. Lam not here to give yes. 


here has aright to question me on the subject, 
They are sufficient to myself, and I shall hardly 
fail to make them satisfactory to these who per. 
haps may properly ask me to explain. I took 
no partin any vote, and positively refused to take 
part in any votes; and | withdrew from this cay. 
cus, as gentlemen cail it, announcing at the time 
that I should not be held responsible for, or sul. 
mit myself in any sense to, its determination. My 
honor is untouched by that miserable dodge, 
This is all I think it proper to say on this point, 
and it is all I will say, until it shall suit my own 
views of propriety to go further into the subject; 
and when i do so choose, I shall be able to get 
reliable facts enough for my purpose, without a 
resort to the uncertain and failing memories of 
gentlemen who are unable to state all that has oe. 
eurred in their presence, and where they have 
themselves been actors, as well as witnesses. 

I may take this occasion, however, to make an 
inquiry of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suer- 
MAN,| as toa fact which has been reported. If 
it is incorrect, he cannot object that I give him an 
opportunity to set it right; and that is, whether 
he defeated his predecessor on this floor for the 
seat that he now occupies, among others, for the 
reason that he gave the very same vote on the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill on account of which 
I make some objections to Mr. Banks? It may 
be useful to the public to know just what has 
ents in regard to that vote, before the zeal here 


Mr. SHERMAN. When the gentleman is 
through with his explanation, I wili answer hin 
upon that point, as well as upon others, which 
he has made. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I rise again to a point of 
order. The gentleman from Indiana is not pur- 
suing the line of remark which he was permitted 
by the House to pursue. -He is not malting 
reasons for not voting for Mr. Banks. He is not 
floor. 

Mr. DUNN. I take the liberty of saying to 
the gentleman from Vermont, that I did not prom- 
ise to give reasons for not voting for Mr. Banxs, 
nor did I promise to make any charges against 
Mr. Banxs. I have expressly declared, again and 
again, | would do neither now, nor until it shall 
entirely suit my own convenience and notions®! 


Mr. MEACHAM. That was the only ground 
on which the gentleman from Indiana was allowed 
to proceed ae only ground, ; 

‘he CLERK. The Clerk understood the gem 
tleman from Vermont twice to yield his objection 
to the gentleman’s proceeding; and the Clerk does 
not conceive it to bé his duty to limit the gentle- 
man from Indiana to any particular course of 
debate. ; 

Mr. MEACHAM. The Clerk is perfectly 
right to allow the gentleman_to proceed in that 
line of remark, and no other. 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood the ge" 
tleman from Indiana to disclaim all intention of 
making any charges. 

Mr. MEACH M. He did soafterwards, but 
he did it too late. 

Mr. DUNN. [understood the gentleman 
propose a contract to me as to the privilege of 
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1856. 
proceeding, and I refused promptly and decidedly 
to acer} 
Mr. 
over addressed the gentleman, and | never mean 
a ‘Laughter. | 
~~. a : 4 . 
' Mr. DUNN. There is nothing that could 
“I ‘]| never be annoyed by the approaches of that 
~ ber: Lshall be obliged to him if he will never 
recall that pledge. Its observance may contribute 
to our mutual comfort. Iask pardon of the House 
for having made such remarks, for I grant they 





ave unvpecoming in this presence; but [ thought 
chem only just in response to the extraordinary 
od eratuitous remark which fell from the mem- 


ber from Vermont, J have said, all along, that I 
desired to see this House organized. 

Mr. SIMMONS, (sotto voce.) Who believes 
it? oe 7 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman asks who be- 


ieves It. uy 


| I ask the venerable gentleman 
from New York if that is a becoming question 
to be asked by a Representative of a Representa- 
tive on this floor? 

Mr. SUMMONS said something which was not 
heard by the reporters. 
Mr. DUNN. Then, sir, I tell the gentleman 
it there is nothing in the present aspect of 
.,and nothing whatever has occurred 
that justifies it; but his ripe, and I would like to 
say, honored years, are a protection against any 








vokind remark from me, no matter how gross a 
provocation he might offer. I have said allalong 
that L would not vote for Mr. Banxs after the 
ices of the night—and then I cave gentle- 
stinct notice of the fact, and my reasons 
whv—whieh followed the withdrawal of Mr. 
( MPBELL, ri xcept in one conting 
fii nomination. ‘That 


Jair ; : 
publicly, and again and again. 





ney, to wit: 
r caacus was alluded to 
iv ery ¢ ffort was 
made to distort my language, and to make it mean 

thing which it was not capable of m 


somethin: aning, 


y at variance 


and to vive it a construction who 
with what I intended. But have gentlemen ever 
acted upon it?) I have spoken of a general cau- 
cus, and had such a caucus been held, I should 
I ] . 1 oan . 
all along have held myself bound to an acqui- 
in its decision. But here, for five weeks, 


meeting has taken place, and i now take 


] 
ai 
ul 


escence 


+} 


ho sucn 


up my pledge. It shall not lie at the feet of those 
who insult me forever. I tell them now that I 


will submit to 


tender me th 
s! 


no 


caucus that shall 
»name of Mr. Banksjor the spearer- 
ip. There is no difficulty about any other re- 
ectable gentleman, reliably anti-Nebraska. I 
propose to make no selection. 

Sir, 1 do not intend now to go further in ex- 
culpation of my course, or in explanation of what 
I mean: but you cannot control me, grentlenx ny 
by resorting to an arbitrary and tyrannical power. 
There is nothing in my nature that would submit 
toit. I will rebel against all laws and all men 
and all things temporal, rather than surrender 
my Own conscientious obligations to myself, to 
my country, and to my God. 
masters: 


hereafter 


nm 


Ye are net my 
1 recognize but one Master, to whom 
unconditional submission is.due—I fear he is not 
of us. I thank the House for its indulgence. 
Mr. COMBACK. obtained the floor. 
Mr. DUNN. I promised to renew the demand 
for the previous question, but my colleague has 


the floor, and can dispose of the matter as he sees 


ht. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
Indiana will allow me a little time before he calls 
the previous question. 
Mr. CUMBACK. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of insisting upon the previous question, 
ut to withdraw the resolution which | offered, | 
(Cties of «Call the roll.’’] 
Mr. SHERMAN. I renew that resolution for 
he purpose of enabling me to make a few re- 
rks, Mr. Clerk, when I rose this morning 
nd stated that, in my judgment, the responsi- 
bility for the want of an organization of this | 
ouse rested upon those genticmen who have | 
‘en voting for Mr. Pennineron, I did not antici- 
ate that that remark would lead to a general dis- 
Ussion by gentlemen upon all sides of the House. | 
t; remarks had been made with regard to where 
“lat responsibility rested. The Administration 
party here had charged it upon the anti-Nebraska | 
nen; those who have been voting for Mr. Futter | 
ad charged it upon both sides of the House; and | 





MIE ACHAM. No contract atall. I have | 


~ -d me greater pleasure than to know that I | 





|| my own side of the House was divided. I ex- | 


|| pressed the opinion—and I now entertain that 
opinion still more strongly—that those few gen- 
tlemen who have voted for Mr. Pennineron for 
some days past were responsible for the non- 
organization of this House. I did not impugn 
their motives. I did not attempt to read them 
|| oufof this party or that party. J only alleged 
the public fact, that those gentlemen—any three 
of whom might, for a whole week, have organized 
this house—were responsible for the non-organ- 
ization of this House. 
And now, Mr. Clerk, let me examine the 
reasons which have been given by the members 
of the body for the cours 


appeal 


e they have pursued. | 
to every member of this House whether, 
with the crave fact before us that this House has 
remaimed disorganized for six weeks, these rea- 
not ridiculous? What are they? One 
was, that the friends of Mr. Banxs desire that his 
claims should be adhered to. Whatofit? The 
friends of one candidate might not think proper 





is are 





& particular time, and at 


another time There is no trick 


about it at all. 





them. 


Another reason has been urred,—more plaus 


- a 
ible perhaps, and that is, that Mr. Bawxs and 
his friends were opposed to a caucus. Now, I 


say, as 


one of the original friends of my honor- 
able colleague from Ohio, [Mr. Campsety,] s 
knowledge extends, he, as one of th 
, Was in favor of a caucus 
Mr. CAMI 


iaras my 


candidat 


‘BELL, (interrupting.) 





When I 


came to Washincton, at the commencement ol 
this session, I confined myself for several days 
to the hotel. I was called upon by various mem- 
bers who were opposed to the Nebraska bill. 


mbers of the 


. ’ & y ) 

them, who had been m 
Democratic party, said to me, that they 
prefer to vote for a candidate for Sp 
had not a caucus nomination; thata « om- 
ination would be a weight upon them at hom 
My friends from the northwest who 


me {i 


would 


pref tker who 


a2uUCUS I 


sured 1 





, 2 ‘ 

A ne, 1f we went into a caucus 
should } robably receive the nomination upon tie 
first bailot. I said to them I desired that no 
course should be pursued, beneficial to myself 

-. 4 ‘ a. " a. 
which would tend to prejudice any anti-Nebras 
le uber befor = i bits teal } } 
ka member before his constituents. I desired 
them to take a course by which to ascertain who 


was the strongest man, and, if they found it ne- 
cessary to resort to a caucus in order to ascertain 
that, | was content to leave the matter entirely 
with them. I made no serious opposition to a 
caucus, further than simply to say there 
those who said they would prefer to cast their 
votes for an anti-Nebraska Speaker without the 
formality of a caucus nomination. I said further, 
that all [ desired for myself was, that it should 
be ascertained in some fair and honest way who 
could command, at the outset, the greatest vote 
upon this question, let me know the result, and 
that that man should receive my support so long 
as the contest should last. That is what I said. If 
my colleague knows of my havirg said anyt 


were 


2 thing 
to the contrary, he is at liberty to make the cor- 
rection, 

I may as well say now, that I was disposed to 
regard a preliminary vote in the House prefer- 
able, and just as goou a means of ascertaining 
the strongest man as a*taucus could be, with 
barred doors. I uniformly: declared that we 
should ascertain who had the most strength, and 
then rally upon*him, and all [ desired of my 
friends was, ifthey should come to the conclusion 
that I was the man, after a fair test, they should 
stand by me. This was all that I asked of any 
one. For the twenty-three first votes the vreat- 
est strength was thrown upon me; yet the votes 
given for other anti-Nebraska candidates would 

| not concentrate upon my name for reasons then 
unknown to me, but which I now fully under- 
siand. On the night of the fourth day some of 
my friends came to me, and advised me that I 
ought to withdraw from the contest. Against 
my own judgment I yielded. My colleague [Mr. 
SHERMAN] was one of them. I discovered | was 
about to be abandoned by some of those who had 
professed friendship on the next day, notwith- 
standing that | had requested only at the outset 
that I should not be voted for at all, unless I was 


to be sustained so long as I was in the lead of | 
I therefore determined | 


candidates on one side. 
to withdraw, and did withdraw from the canvass. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| league, then, have sustained the assertion I mad 


hold these rentlemer 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The remarks of my col- 





al, 
that he, and indeed all the northern members of 
this bedy, whose opinions decided the course of 


' , . . . 
the anti-Nebraska members of this House, ad 


vised against a caucus. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrunting.) I wish to 
have it distinctly understood that any remarks 
| may have made in opposition to a caucus were 
not predictated upon any personal desire, bul upon 


the idea that perhaps a caucus might prove in 


pUrL- 
ous to the interests at home of some of thos who 
came here expecting to vole for an anti- Nevraska 


candidat 

Mr. SI Mv colleague. has stated 
the reasons why he thou 
a caucus. Is y now, that, during this whole con- 
troversy, | hay lot ud a word utters d by him 
but what was for the good of the cause, and pro- 
motive of our cause among hi Never- 


is friends. 
1, } 
all the candi- 


rhtit unadvisable to have 


theless, the » that 
who were spoken of for the speakership 
of this House upon the anti-Nebraska side were, 


+ UO nwosed 


fact stands out 


aqates 


. . : 
for reasons satistactory to themsely 
toacaucus. I say, howev 


y » that, in a prelimi- 
1 , one aft the 
leaders of the Democratic party, was decidedly 
in favor of a caucus. . 


r 
y “17 -211°eLIa : 1 | ~ 
nary caucus, my triend betore m 


I allude to this merely for the purpose of dis- 


nosing ol one of th reasons mentioned by the 
; ian from Ind 1, |Mr. Dunwn,} th it the 
unti-Nebraska men were not responsible, by 
howing that they all opposed a caucus. Thi 
ren man from Massachusetts, on the first ball rt, 
voted for the gentleman from New York, and 1 
upposed they both stood upon the same plat- 
form. I supposed that they were both anti-Ne- 
braska Democrats. But my friend from New 
York, [Mr. Wueetren,] it seems, stand litary 
| and alone on a national Democratic platform rf 
his own making; but when we came here, at the 
beginning of the session, | certainly 1 wnized 
my friend from New York as an anti- Nebr ska 
candidate, occupyin ly the same position 
the gentleman from Massachusetts /Mr.Banes] 
dow i would have voted for him /Mr. Wuereret 
with the same readin with which | voted for 
the gentleman from Massachusett therefore 
the gentleman from M chu would not be 
held responsible for voting for a man who appa- 
rently, at least, agreed with him on all sentiments 


in reference to anti-Nebraskaism. 
Now | appeal to the House whether there were 
not reasons 


the course whieh the 


eno ih, before the deviation from 
entieman from New York 
had pursued, before there had been six weeks ex 


pended in attemptins 


i 


oo. 
r to organize; before there was 


such a necessity for providing for the appropria- 
tion bills, and of attending to the ordinary busi 
ness of the House, to justify ‘ 

Massachusetts in the course 


' 
not cali the 


the gentleman trom 
3¢ he hadtaken? I do 
rentleman from New York toaceount; 
I do not propose to r ad him out of the party. 
I have only a right to i stify and vive a reason 
for the act of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and I have a right to speak of that act fairly and 
frankly. I do not read him out of the p rty, but 
l say this, that with all the reasons that have been 
riven, and with all the facts that 


at are 


r before the 
tiouse, the people of this country, North, South, 
East and West, hold these anti-Nebraska 
men who have refused to vote with us, whé@mone 
hundred seven members had concentrated 
upon one man, and when three of them would 
have elected Mr. Banks Speaker of this House— 
I say publie opinion throuchout the 


Will 


ana 


cou try W ill 
responsible for the de lay in 
the organization of this House 

Mr. DUNN. Will 
permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is 
simply showing that some gentlemen here have 
not been occupying pre 


the gen 


tieman from Ohio 


‘isely the same ground on 


| the record as the y¥ have o¢ cupit d before the eoun- 


try, and that that was one part of my reasons for 
abandoning the gentleman from Massachusetts. J 
would let gentlemen know that, whatever my rea- 
sons were, they are not a matter which concerns 
this House, or which the House has a right to 
inquire into. I am answerable for them clse- 
where, and I will submit to no lectures here on 
the subject. Such was the whole tenor of my 
remarks on that point. 
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It cannot be out of the 


"Mr. SHERMAN. 


TH 





E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


———— 


| fact that he was willing to acquiesce in the meas- 


. | 
recollection of the House that when, a few min- | 
utes since, the gentleman from Indiana was about | 


closing his remarks, and was intimating that he 
had reasons for abandoning the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, which could have influence on 


the members of the House, I rose in my place 
and desired him to state those reasons; and the | 


gentleman was permitted, by the courtesy of the 
House, to go on and state the reasons alone which 
wevented him from voting for Mr. Banks 

Mr. DUNN, (interrupting.) ‘The gentleman 
from Ohio will allow me to interrupt him. Does 
not this House distinctly recolle 
tleman there, [Mr. Mzacnam,] and to the gentle- 
man hers 
clared that I would make no charge, nor go into 


sr 
my re 





asons? That was well understood and dis- 
tinctly stated. Noman could have misunderstood 
me. It was too plainly stated. 

Mr. COMINS. Willthe gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to state—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not now. I 
that the objection of the gentleman from Ver 
mont [Mr. Megacnam] would have | 


+ Vie 
state this, 


compelled 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunw] to take 
his seat; and that that objection was withdrawn 
for the purpose of giving the gentleman from 


te the reasons 
r. Banks; and wh 
objection was withdrawn by the gentleman from 
Vermont for that purpose, that the gentleman 
from Indiana might proc to siate the reasons 
why he holds this House disorganized, he goes 
on, but does not state the re 

I now proceed to but one | 
Ihave done. It is this 

Mr. PENNINGTON, (interrupting.) 


Indiana time and opportunity to st 
why he did not vote for M 


isi 





oint more, and then 


xT*1) | 
Vili | 


ctthat to the gen- | 


, {Mr. Suenman,] I again and again de- | 


n | 


the gentleman from Ohio yield to me a moment | 


for the purpose of addressing to him an inquiry? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield with pleasur 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I wish to know of the 
gentleman from Ohio, whether I am to under- 
stand him as imputing to me any responsibility 
whatever for the delay in the organization of the 
House? - 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most certainly not. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I think I should have 
a nice little entertainment if I were to attempt to 
put a ring in the nose of my friend from Indiana, 
IMr. Dunn. ] 

Mr.SHERMAN. No,sir. I give the honor- 
able gentleman from New Jersey—for whom I 
have the deepest respect—the highest credit for 
his course here. He has uniformly voted for 
Mr. Banks, while these gentlemen have been 
voting for him, [Mr. Pennineton.] They agree 
in sentiment with him; and yet he gives his great 
name, his high reputation, and his voice here 
constantly in favor of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusctts, 

But I will proceed now to a matter personal to 
myself. Ithas been charged on this floor—and 
Democratic papers in the State in which I live 
have repeated the story over and over again— 
that the canvass in my congressional district in 
Ohio, against my friend General Lindsley, my 
predecessor, was conducted, and the chief oppo- 
sition to him made, on the ground that he voted 
the same way as Mr. Banks did onthe Nebraska 
bill. Now, I would state to the House that I 
considered that vote wrong. But if my friend, 
General Lindsley, had come home, and gone to 
the people of his congressional district and repu- 
diated that Administration which had avowed and 
stood upon that platform, I would have gone in 
heart and soul and supported him. I did not 
desire a seat on this floor; my interests were 
not advanced by it. But instead of that, he went 
there and acquiesced in that wrong. He acqui- 
esced in it, and said that he would stand by the 
Administration which committed that wrong. 
He would not pledge his people that he would 
vote in favor of the restoration of the Missouri 
prohibition. He occupied the same position as 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fuiver] 
in acquiescing in what he declared to be wrong. 
On this point alone I went before the people of 
my district, giving him great credit for the fair- 
ness which he had shown, and the manner in 
which he had discharged his duty in Congress; 
speaking of him everywhere with kindness, and 
not alluding to his vote, except as to its indis- 
cretion, but basing my opposition to him on the 





ure and let it be done. I told them that I would 
not submit to that which is declared wrong; and 
I say, before God and my country, that I never 
will. Iam no Abolitionist in the sense in which 
the term is used; I have always been a conserv- 
ative Whig. I was willing to stand by all the 
compromises—of 1850 and all; but I say, that 


when our Whig brethren of the South allow this | 


| 
} 


| 
} 
| 
1 
i 
| 
} 


| 
} 


| 
| 


Administration to lead them off from their duty |} 


—when they abandon the position which Henry 
Clay 
ay 


proud achievements, and decline any longer to 


would have taken, forget his name and | 


carry his banner—they lose all their claims on | 


me. 
righted, until Kansas is admitted as a free State, 
I cannot go in party association with it. When- 
ever that question is put out of the way, I will 
no longer have any desire to interrupt or disturb 
the harmony which ought to exist in the country 
—J\ 1 do not propose to con- 
itation; I only appear here 
| e—to demand comp! : 
tions which we are entitled t 
and I will submit to no less. 
Mr. ALEXANDER K. MARSHALL, [: 
| .m.] 1 move thatthe House do 


T } ,aQ 1 
orth and south. 
tunue a 
just lance 
] } 


o. Lask no more, 


du 


ey ] 

"as taken, and disagreed to. 

I withdraw the resolution. 

[Loud cries of * Call the roll!’’] 
E 
t 


Ake 


VOTE FOR SPEAKE 

louse then p d 

hundred and fifteenth time for Speaker, with the 

following result: Whole number of votes cast, 

195; ni ary to achoice, 98; of which— 
Nathaniel P. Banks 


William A. Richard 


’ t~ a 
T he riouse roceeds 


‘eggs 









Gilchrist P« 
Benjamin B. Thurston..... eeseee 


So there was no choice. 


The following is the vote in detail: 


For Mr. Banks—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry 
Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bincham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Bufiington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chafiee, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 


Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick- | 


son, Dodd, Durfee, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, Giddings, Gil- 


| bert, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hail, Harlan, Holloway, 


Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughs- 


| ton, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kun- 


kel, Leiter, Matteson, McCariv, Meacham, Morgan, Mor- 


| rill, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, Pettit, Pike, 
Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, | 
| Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap- 


pan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Wade, Wal- 
bridge, Waldron, Cadwallader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. 


| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, 


Woodruff, and Woodworth. 

For Mr. Richardson—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 


| Cobb, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, 
| English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, 


Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 


| L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett,George W. 
| Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidweil, Letcher, Lumpkin, 
| Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQueen, Smith 
| Miller, Milison, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Peck, Phelps, Powell, 


Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuei A. Smith, 
Stephens, Stewart, Taibott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, 
Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and JohnV. Wright. 

‘or Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, Johar P. Campbell, Car- 
tile, Bayard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Etheridge, Evans, Foster, 
J. Morrison Harris, Kennett, Lake, Lindley, /,!exander K. 


| Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, Reade, Ready, Rivers, 


William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Underwood, 
Vaik, Walker, Whitney, and Zolilicoffer. 

For ir. Pennington—Messrs. Clawson, Dunn, Edwards, 
Harrison, Haven, Moore, Robbins, and Scott. 

For Mr. Orr—Messrs. Richardson and Williams. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Thurston—Mr. Brenton. 

Mr. BOYCE (when his name was called) said: 
I desire, Mr. Clerk, briefly to explain the reasons 
of the vote which | am now about to give. Itis 
well known that, until last Monday, I steadily, on 
every ballot, voted for the distinguished gentleman 
from Illinois. On reading his remarks in the Globe 
of last Monday, I felt some difficulty in further 
voting for him, on account of the opinion which 


_he appeared to express in reference to the consti- 


tutionality of the Wilmot proviso. I therefore 
reluctantly ceased voting for Mr. Richarpson— 
a gentleman for whom | have the highest respect 
—whom I have looked upon as a man eminently 


distinguished for his sense of justice to all sec- || embodied in that b 


o vote the one | 


to demand | 
with the condi- | 


r¢ | 


| FER,]} 


And I say now, that until this wrong is || 


| for him after reading his remarks in the 





January } 


%, 





would call a ** real man;’’ a man of garnestnece 
sincerity, and truthfulness of character, Ih d 
witnessed his efforts on this floor to pass the x. 
braska bill—that great measure of justice to th p 
South. It was, therefore, with the greatest iat. 


ance that I felt compelled to withhold MY Vote 


Globe 
. I was very glad to-day, however, when wa a 
cidental debate sprung up between himself and 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Zouucor- 
to hear him express an opinion, that the 
Wilmot proviso was contrary to the Spirit of the 
Constitution; because that which is contrary +n 
the spirit of the Constitution is, in my opinion 
inconsistent with it, and, therefore, unconsti i 
tional, because we are to construe the Cons 

tion by its spirit and not by its letter, 
With this understanding, therefore, of the onin- 
ion of the gentleman from Illinois, which was jn 
cidentally expressed to-day, I feel at liberty again 
to cast my vote for him. And I do so with ex. 
treme pleasure, because I am unwilling to quit 
those gentlemen of the North and the South wit) 


tu- 


stitu- 


in 


| whom I sympathize so much, and with whom | 


have been hitherto acting on this subject. [ yote 
for Mr. Ricnarpson. 
Mr. CRAIGE (when his name was called) 


stated that Mr. Nicnots, of Ohio, being 
he is off with him for the day. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. I desire to inquire of the 


unwell, 


| gentleman from New Jersey, whether his ¢o}- 


| league [Mr. Bisnop] is in the Hall? 


| I thought it possible he might have understood 


| tinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 


Mr. PENNINGTON. Ido not know. 

The CLERK. Mr. Bisnop has not voted, 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I think I am authorized to 
vote for to-day. My health is too poor to per- 
mit me to attend upon the regular sessions of the 
House, and I have made an arrangement with 
Mr. Bisnop, of New Jersey, to pair off after 
to-day; “but, not secing that gentleman present, 
the arrangement to commence with this vote, 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I did not understand 
the arrangement upon the part of my colleague 
to pair off with the gentleman from Louisiana, 
to commence until after to-day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I vote for Mr. Riewarnsoy. 

Mr. MACE (when his name was called) stated 
that the arrangement he had with Mr. Atexay- 
pER K. Marsna 1, for pairing off, having term- 
inated, he had made a second arrangement to pair 
off with Mr. Kerr, of South Carolina. 

Mr. McQUEEN (when his name was called) 
said: I will not détain the House but for a mo- 
ment. I wish to say that, for upwards of a 
hundred times, I have cast my vote for the dis- 
Rucu- 
arpson.] I find, however, reported in the Globe 
of Monday, an account of the proceedings of the 
House of Saturday, in which is a statement by 
that gentleman | could not indorse. 

I have, since I have known anything of public 
matters in this Confederacy, warred against the 
principle of the Wilmot proviso, as being danger- 
ous to the rights, if not the very existence, of the 
institutions of the southern States. I thought I 
saw, in the statement‘of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, an indorsement of the constitutionality of 
the Wilmot proviso—an indorsement that placed 
him in a position where I could not consistently 
vote for him as the presiding officer of this House, 


| and I accordingly cast my vote for another gen- 


i} 


tleman. * 
In the remarks which fell from that gentleman 
to-day, growing out of statements made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Zouticorren,] 
1 understand him to disavow any intentiona 
indorsement of the Wilmot proviso as constitu 
tional in spirit. 
Now, when I couple his disayowal on this 
occasion with his course in this House since he 
has oceupied a seat upon this floor, as a noble 
and manly defender of the constitutional rights 
of the South, and of the States of this Union— 
when I have seen him standing up amidst the 
strife that attended the passage of the Nebras«® 
and Kansas bill, not only as its advocate, but 1's 
champion—when I know that upon his might 
hand and his left the men who acted with him 
have been cut down by the demon of Abolitionis™, 
I should feel that i was doing injustice to te 
representative of the great and glorious — 
ill, which wiped from te 


tions of the Confederacy; a man whom Carlyle |! statute-book of the country that foul stain and 





ee 


] 
A 








rong to the rights of the South, if I were longer 


z withhold my vote from the gentleman from 
1 vote for Mr. Ricuarpson. 

I Iso to state, on the request of my col- 

1 _{Mr. Keitt,] who has paired off for the 

d is not present, that if my colleague [Mr. 

Poyce] and myself pursued the course which we 

ve done, he also would act with us, had he 


at liberty to vote. 

r attention has been called to 
the record of yest rday, on laying 
on the table the res lution of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Wasupurn] for the adoption of 
th lity rule. My vote is recorded against 
layi * on the table. T find, however, in the de- 
bate preliminary to that motion, that the motion 
to lay on the table was to be considered a test 
estion, under which circumstances I find that 


ata 
pau 


piura 





i you avainst the motion would be cons d re d 
as indicative of my intention to vote for the reso- 
lution. I desire simply to say, that, had I been 
nt when the preliminary debate occurr d, I 


should have voted to lay on the table. My vote 
was given simply with the 
I 

( 





desire to meet the 
tion directly. If I could have had the 
+} : 14 


rtunity of voting thus directly, | should have 


olution on its passage. I 





yoted against the res 

yote for Mr. Ricuarpson. 
Mr. FLORENCE (when 

st ted that his colleague, 
with his other colleart 


- CAMPBELL, of Oh 











. 
} 

] ’ +} ; fot hye aft . hea 
was cailed, ) said: I desire to s tnat, atter the 
occurrences Of to-day, In my judgment, the anti- 

} 1 © ia » t : ' 
Nebraska members of the House should hold a 
e} : f, — a Se "> 
consultation as to their future course of a a. I. 
} ~ ] santl rie } mail « ° 3 
however, do not feel authorized to call any such 
meeung of my own motion, and for the present 
, "a8 a . AA ’ 
I shall therefore vote for Mr. bank: 
ry" le e | ; = . 4 + ¥y ame Ia 
bhne resuit OF Ure volte was tich announcegc as 


above stated. 


af reel tT 
Mir. OWN. 1 


I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and-thereupon (at 
four o’clock) the House adjourned until to-mor- 
row, at twe ive o *clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspayr, January 17, 1856. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry C. Dean. 

The Journal of Monday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

ADJOURNMENT TO*MONDAY. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is well known by the Sen- 
ate that we have now no Committee on Printing, 
and there are obvious reasons why there should 
be such a committee. A doubt has arisen as to 
the power of the Presiding Officer to appoint that 
committee, although I confess |] have none my- 
self, The law authorizes him to appoint the 
committee; but the doubt has arisen in conse- 
quence of a rule of this body pgoviding for the 
election of all committees by the Senate, including 
the Committee on Printing. I believe all gentle- 
men here are aware that the necessity for the ap- 
pointment of the committee is very great. ‘T'o 
remove all doubt on that matter, I submit a mo- 
tton, that the President of the Senate be authorized 
to appoint the Committee on Printing on the part 
of the Senate. m ' 

The motion was agreed tor 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented additional papers in 
the case of Levi Robinson, owner of the gt 
Mary Jane, praying for fishing bounty; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, five petitions of sundry citizens of Maine, 
praying for a modification of the bounty land 
iws: which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Rebecca 
*Treeman, widow of Pearson Freeman, a waiter 
in the army of the Revolution, praying for bounty 
ind; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWARD presented the memorial of 

muel Lockwood, late a commander in the 
United States Navy, who was placed on the 
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late naval retiring board, praying to be restored 


to his former position in the Navy; which was 
referred tothe € imittee on Naval \ : 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented t! ition « 
Sarah Larrabee, widow of a rev 
dier, pray to b d | 
was refert »t ( i 1 | ic ] 

A} tur . 

A }, tWo p Ions ¢ ‘ S$ ¢ i . 
ine for an amendment to t y land law « 
March 3, 1855; which were referred to the Com- | 


abhi 1 nds 


mittee on Pu 


Mr. CLAYTON presented the memorial of 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that 
the jurors in the courts of UU District n 
allowed the same fees as are allowed to 
other United States courts by the act of 26th Feb- 


ruary, 1853; which was referred to the Comm! 
on the Judi Z 
Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the memorial 








of Colonel Leslie ( mt ‘ - ae ‘ 
of pou x la ] to hi rer ! “kk V - 
unteers; which was referred t ( 
Mil ra 3. 
rHOMPSON, of ! tucky, pr ted 
the n of Zachariah Co 
las with Great B ¥ for | 
a to 4 ie Ab 
ted er I 
r t! l 
I I a 
t war of 1812; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on } ‘ 

Also, the p ion of Deborah Chafer - 
da ter and heir of] ’ t. 
compensati for tl rvices of f mn 
the revolutionary \ which was referred to 
Committee on Pensi 

\ ,al rand r papers of Robert Han- 
dy,a lieu ntin the Navy iol l 
on the r ved list, ask » ber l to 
former p in the Navy; w! 1 were rei d 
to the Committee on Naval Affa 


letter of Peter Turner, a lieutenant in 


Also, a 


the Navy, who has been placed on the reserv 

; kine } lt aa: hie te 
ist, aSkinge to be restored to fn iormer position 
in the Navy; which was referred to the Commit- 


tec on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memorial of E. Carrineton Bowers, 
a lieutenant in the Navy, who has 
the reserv ] 


him, and praying for such relief as Congress may 


been placed on 


d list, complaining of injustice done to 








deem entitled to; which was referred to the 
n Naval Affairs. 
ers relating to the application of Frank 
utenant in the Navy, who has been 
placed on the reserved list, to be restored to his 
former position inthe Navy; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Y 

IDELL presented a petition of citizens 
parish, Louwisidna, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a mail route from Lake Providence 
to Floyd, and thence to Bastrop, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial of merchants, planters, and 
other citizens of the collection district of Téché, 
Louisiana, praying that the custom-house of said 
district may no: be removed from its present loca- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a memorial of R. 
St. Clair Graham, grandson and one of the heirs 
of General Arthur St. Clair, praying to be allowed 
the half pay due for the services of his ancestor 
in the revolutionary .war, after deducting the 


| commutation pay already received; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Also, the memorial of A. K. Lonz,a commander 
in the Navy, who has been placed on the reserved 


| list, praying to be restored to his former position 


in the Navy; which was referred toWhe Commit- 


' tee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Mrs. 


Agatha O’Brien, praying that the accounting offi- 


| cers of the Treasury be directed to settle the 
| accounts of her late husband, Brevet Major J. P. 
| J. O’Brien, and to pay her the amount due to him 
| as captain of artillery from 31st December, 1849, 
| to 3Ist March, 1850; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


| 
| 


Also, the petition of Samuel Forrest, a 


‘| in the United States Navy, praying to be allowed 
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| reserved list in consequence of c decision of the 


urser | 
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a percentage for moneys disbursed by him as 
special agent on board the United States ship 
Ohio 


, on the coast of Mexico and California, in 


the year 1848; w ch was r ferred to the Com- 
mittee on Nav \ ’ 

Also, t tition of William Merrill and others, 

y *r meel t la navy-vard, 

» to be allowed certa iunts of. MY for 

time lost by them during the prevalence of yellow 


fever at that yard; which was referred to the Com- 


mit on ival Affairs. 

\lso, the memorial of B. F. Sands, a com- 
ma rin the United States Navy, praying for 
compensation for the use of his method of ascer- 
t ing t character of the bottom in deep-sea 

which was referred to the Committee 
) N v \{ E 
i PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
| of Commodore Charles Stewart, of the 
Navy, complain tiniustice has been done 
to n by the ae 1 of the board of naval officers 
vointed under the law of the last session, and 
vealing to Con s for lress; which was re- 
i to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
», the petition of William C} ler, a liew- 
in the Navy, who w placed on furlough 
1 0 ie | naval board, praying 
t ( ng 3 will invest ’ the trans ‘tions of 
rd, and t lathe may ve restor d to his for- 
on in thy \ which was referred 
to the (4 I - on 1 Affair 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

( 1ot1on | MASON, it was 

¢ l, a tats of James Purvis have 
leave to withdraw their petition and papers, 

On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 

O rhat the petition and papers of John Holohan, 

d for a pilaster capital executed by him for 
= Capit extension by order of the Com 
of Pul Buildings, be withdrawn from the files 
Sena and 1 red to the Committee on Public 

On m n by Mr. WILSON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition 1 pay f Huldah Butler, 
John Brown, an « e Revolution, pray 


awn trom the files of the 


commutation, be wither 
d to the Committee on Revolutionary 


ite, and reierré 
Ulaima. 


On motion by Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 

Ordered, 'That the petition of citizens of Dlinois, praying 
that the pension of Valentine G. W im may be in- 
creased, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and 
reierred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ebrh 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 

Ordered, That the William G. 
Rid rty destroyed by the 
: withdrawn froin the files 
Committee on Claims. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, 
praying for the adoption of the plan of Henry O’ Reilly to 
establish a line of settlements, and a telegraphic communi 
cation in the United States Territories, between the Mis- 
sissippi river and the Pacific ocean, be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of lowa, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Henry O'Reilly, proposing 


petition and papers of 
rely, praying for indemnity for prop 
British during the w 


of the Senate, and referred to th 


r of 1812, 1 


a system of settlements for the protection of overland emi 
grants to California and Oregon, and praying for a grant of 


land to enabie him to construct a line of telegraph trom the 

sippi river to the Pacific ocean, be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 

On motion by Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Josiah 8. Little, 
praying tor remuneration for land of which he was deprived 
by the Ashburton treaty, be withdrawn from the files of the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Claiins. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. FOOT gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill for the relief of Rebecea 
Freeman. 

CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. CLAYTON offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if it be eom- 
patible with the public interest, to communicate to the 
Senate copies of any correspondence which took place 
between Daniel Webster, Sccretary of State, and the British 
Minister, and the Minister trom Costa Rica, in respect to a 
projét which was submitted to Niearagua, Costa Rica, and 
the Mosquito Indians, and a copy of such projét, with the 
instructions given to Mr. Walsh, the special agent deputed 
by the United States to present that projét to the States of 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica; as also of such other corre 
spondence as may have passed between him and the said 
Secretary of State on the subject; as also copies of the 
correspondence with Mr. Kerr, chargé d’affaires of the 
United States in Nicaragua, in reference thereto; together 








- 





with any correspondence with the Government of Nica- 
ragua, or its Minister, in respect to the same projét; and 
atso copies of any letters not heretofore communicated | 
whieh may bave been addressed to this Government by the 
Minister of Nicaragua, or the Minister of Great Britain, in 
reference to the construction and purport of the contention 
between the United States and Great Britain, signed April 
19, 1#50, and proclaimed July 5, 1850, and of the replies | 
tuade to them, if any. 
FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and arreed to: 

Resleed, That the Secretary of State be directed to lay 
before the Senate a copy of the Report of Adjudications 
made by the Board of American Commissioners at Paris, to 
liquidate and audit the claims of American citizens against 
the French Government, being for “ debts’? due to them, 
and for the eatisfaction of which provision was made by 
the convention between the United States and France of 
April JO, 12803. 4 an ; 

Also, to lay before the Senate any information to be 
obrmained in the Department of State, showing how far the 
Government of the United States has made etfectual its 
proffered aid to the American sufferers trom French cap 
tures and other injuries, as set forth in the public notice by 
the Secretary of State, Mr. Jefferson, by order of President 
Washinaton, dated August 27, 1793; whether the said suf 
ferera accepted said overture of aid, and complied with its 
invitation to submit to the Government the evidence of 
their losses; and whether said overture was ever with 
drawn or wodified ; and what has become of the evidence 
and proofs of loss so called for and received by the Govern- 
nent. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Severak messages, in writing, of an executive 
character, were received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Sipney Wessrer, his 
Secretary. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business: 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Monday 
next. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuvurspar, January 17, 1855. 

The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. CARLILE addressed the House upon the 
slavery question, inallits bearings. In thee 
of which he was interrupted by Mr. Stepuens, 
and others. ‘This portion of the debate has, at 
the request of those who participated in it, been 
withheld for revision. It will be published here- 
after in the Appendix. 

TEN*MINUTES RULE, ETC. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the ten-minute rule 
be rescinded, I make that motion in good faith, 
and hope it will be adopted. Lf general debate 
is to be opened up here, I think that it is due to 
all of us hos every member have time to reply. 
The gentleman [Mr. Caruie] has occupied 
nearly three quarters of an hour this morning, 
and it will take as long as that to reply to him. 
I therefore move that the resolution limiting de- 
bate be rescinded. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move tolay 
that motion on the table, with the understanding 
that henceforth I shall object to any member pro- 
ceeding after the expiration of his ten minutes. | 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Clerk, that no- 
tice has been given a dozen different times by as 
many difierent men, and never carried out by 
anybody. I trust that the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina will prevail, that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Caruiie] will have 
an opportunity of concluding his speech, and then 
that some one on our side of the House will have 
an opportunity of replying. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must suggest that | 
there is a motion pending to lay the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina on the table, | 
and that no debate is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I would suggest to the 
gentleman from South Carolina, that, by general 
consent, some one be allowed a sufficient length 
of time to reply to the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Cartixe;] and then that it be the universal 
understanding that there are to be no further ex- 
tensions of the ten-minute rule hereafter. 

The CLERK. Does the gentleman from | 
South Carolina persist in his motion? 

Mr. ORR. Do | understand that the proposi- | 
tion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Wasu- | 


muurse 
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to-day the ten-minute rule be insisted on, 


| be taken off 
| and make spe 


f 


} 


“*Object!”’] Then I shall insist upon my mo- 
tion to rescind the ten-minute rule. Now, Mr. 


The CLERK. ‘The Clerk must suggest that | 


no debate is in order. | 


Mr. ORR. I will so modify my motion as to 
adopt the hour rule, instead of the ten-minute 
rule. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would suggest that the 
hour rule be adopted for to-day, and that after 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I would suggest a half- 
hour rule; half an hour is long enough fora 
speech. 

Mr. ORR. 
stand as it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to make 
a suggestion to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, which, I think, may relieve us from the 
difficulties in which we seem to be involved, so 
far as the limit of debate is concerned. I sug- 
f that the gentleman make a motion of this 
kind: that we shall hold evening sessions, com- | 


I prefer to allow my motion to 


mencing at seven o’clock, for the purpose of 
reneral debate, with the restriction, or with the 
understanding, that no vote shall be taken upon 
any question except a motion to adjourn. 

{ do not know but that I should myself like to 
occupy an hour upon the subject of platforms some 
evening; bat I will not do it in the day-time, or 
at any time that could be profitably devoted to 
the business of the Elouse I would suggest, 
therefore, that a rule be adopted under which we 
shall call the roll for two or three or four votes, 
as the case may be, and then, at the ordinary hour 
for dinner, we take a recess until seven o'clock, 
with the understanding that no vote shall be taken. 
This will afford just the opportunity that is 
wanted to diseuss platforms and for the purposes 
of general debate. 

Mr. CARLILE. I regret very much that I 
should have involved the House in any difficulty 
in consequence of the remarks I have made this 
morning. 

Mr. ORR. Not at all. If, by general consent, 
some one on our side of the House could be per- 
mitted an equal time to reply, I should be satis- 
fied. 

Mr. CARLILE. I certainly shall not object. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope, by general con- | 
sent, the gentleman from South Carolina will be 
allowed to reply to the gentleman from Virginia. | 
Several Mempers objected. 

Mr. LETCITER. TI hope this restriction will 
F altogether. Gentlemen come here | 
hes, when it happens to strike the 
fancy of the House to allow them to proceed, 


| without restriction; and then, unless it happens 
| to strike the fancy of the House, other gentlemen 


‘are allowed but ten minutes to reply. 


Now, I 
want to stand upon a perfect equality with every- 
body else upon this floor. If a speech is made 
to which I desire to reply, I want the same privi- | 
lege of replying that was given when the speech 
was made. Besides, I take it for granted that 
our friends on the other side of the House are not 





| yet quite prepared to make a Speaker, [Laughter, 


| and cries of ** Yes, we are!’ 


**Giveusa eed 
and I see no reason why we should be restricte 
in our debate tothe night. I see no reason why 
this debate should not go on in the day-time. 

Mr. WASHBURN rose. 
The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the 


| gentleman that, in the present state of the question, 


no debate isin order. In what form does the | 
gentleman from South Carolina put his motion? | 

Mr. ORR. I modify it so as to substitute the | 
hour rule for the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I submitted the motion | 
that the motion of the gentleman from South | 
Carolina should lie on the table. 
motion would apply to the proposition of the | 
gentleman ip its amended or modified form. But, 
sir, | propose now to withdraw that motion, and 
to submit, instead, an amendment to his proposi- 
tion: that, after to-day, neither debate nor personal | 
explanation shall be in order until a Speaker is | 
elected. That will give gentlemen an opportunity | 
for a full debate for to-day, and to-morrow we | 
can commence voting. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to say a word upon 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, to 
amend the motion of the gentleman from South 


BURN] is assented to by the House? [Cries of |\ Carolina, 


I suppose that || 


|| this country a sectional candidate. 
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a 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask the gentle. 


|| man from Virginia to allow me to submit a sub. 
Clerk—— l 


stitute for the proposition of the gentleman from 
South Carolina; and the gentleman can then Speak 
upon both propositions. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. What is it? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is that we hold evenine 
sessions for the purpose of unlimited debate? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I regret, Mr. Clerk, that 
of all the men in this House, my worthy and dis. 
tinguished colleague from Virginia [Mr. Caruny 
should have felt called upon this morning to coma 
here and deliver the speech which he has just 
delivered. 

Mr. CARLILE. I am sorry my colleague 
could not have heard the whole of it, and thon 
perhaps, he would not have objected to it. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I would like to have heard 
the whole of it. But, sir, I had hoped that these 
family jars would have been confined to other 
States, and that Old Virginia would have stood 
here as one man in vindication of the rights of 
the Constitution, and of the rights of the whole 
country. [agree with my colleague in his intro. 
ductory remarks,—I agree with him, that the 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, of 
the Republican party, do present to the people of 

| indorse 
that portion of hisremarks fully. My colleague 
seems to have had in his mind’s eye an attack 
upon Mr. Banks, and to that portion of hig 
speech I have no sort of objection. I believe he 
had good and sufficient cause for making the at. 
tack. But I desire here to enter my protest against 
that portion of my colleague’s speech in which 
he felt called upon to attack the Democracy of the 
country; and it is for the purpose of replying to 
this portion of Lis speech that I have arisen upon 
this oceasion, and for the purpose of asking a ques- 
tion, which [ should have asked during the prog- 


| ress of the speech, if my colleague had given me 
the floor for that purpose. 


Mr. Clerk, Itinderstood my colleague distinctly 


| and emphatically to state, that if he had been.a 


member of this House during the last Congress, 
he would have voted against the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill, for two or three reasons. 

Mr. CARLILE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McecMULLIN. And yet, with that decla- 
ration upon his lips, he proceeds to arraign the 
Democratic party of the country. 

Mr. CARLILE. Will my colleague allow me 
to say a word ? 

Mr. McMULLIN. No,sir; excuse me. My 
colleague refused to allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion during the progress of his remarks, and he 
wil pardon me if I do not now give way. Inthe 
attack my colleague made upon the Democratic 
party of the country, he took occasion to make 
allusion to the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which 
has been so frequently discussed here and through- 


| out the country. Now, I take occasion to say, 


that that bill consists of two simple propositions, 
and two only. Gentlemen may get up here in 
our discussions and attempt to mystify it as much 
as they please: there are but two great proposi- 
tions contained in that great measure. 

Now, sir, the first proposition contained in that 


| bill—and to it f desire the especial attention of 
| the Elouse and of my colleague, for it will enable 


me to compare his Democracy with mine—is, are 


the American people all capable of self-govern- 


ment? That is the first great question in the bill. 
I answer the proposition, emphatically, that the 
are capable of self-government. Does my co! 
league dissent? Then, if that question be 
answered affirmatively, the second proposition 
arises, will you intrust them wiih their own gov- 
ernment? hat is the second question, and the 
whole question. Gentlemen need not attempt to 
lead off the public mind by that sort of mystifica- 
tion which has been adopted in the way of talking 
about squatter sovereignty. : 

My colleague, I know, is my personal friend, 
and he was my political friend until he bowed 
the knee to certain idols got up by patent-right 
politicians of the North. He was a Democrat, 
and I would have indorsed him previous to the 
establishment by the Republicans of the North of 
a hybrid and entirely new-fangled party. Thet 
party humbugged and bamboozled my southera 
friends into association with it. 

And now, while my colleague attempts © 
bolster up his democracy and consistency, and 
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declares that he would have voted against the 
Kansas and Nebraska bill, which he holds to be 
an Administration measure, I would ask him, 
whether the excitement which he so much depre- 
cates has not grown out of the fact that the North 
condemned the passage of the Kansas and Ne- | 
praska act? Is it not because of this, that one | 

| 





gection is arrayed against another? Does he not 
know thac the Kansas and Nebraska act was the 
cause of this excitement? And how does my 
collearue act to-day? He is acting and codper- | 
ating, practically, with that very party—not by | 
supporting its candidate — no, sir, but by sup- | 
porting the distinguished gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania, (Mr. Frizer.] I do not wish to say a 

word to detract from that gentleman as a candi- | 
date. I now mention the matter, because I am | 
compelled, in reply to my collearue. 

My colleague mast take care when he throws | 
stones to see that they will not come back upon | 
him with greater force than he anticipated. The | 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] stands 
on the record and before-the country as a north- 
eyn, but a national northern man. He sustained 
by his votes all the great modern national meas- | 
ures. He has sustained the fugitive slave law, 
and thereby helped in the execution and giving | 
full effect to the Constitution. He sustained the 
compromise measures of 1850, as I did myself. 

Now, when the question was put to my cel- 
leacue, L anderatoad him to say that he would 
have voted for the compromise measures of 1850. 
If Lam not right the gentleman will correct me. | 
Then, if lam right, he would have voted for the 
territorial bills for Utah and New Mexico; and 
the principle involved in those bills is identical | 
with the very peeves embraced in the Kansas 
and Nebraska bill. challenge denial of the prop- 

The cardinal principles of all the bills 
are alike; and yet my collenee would have voted 
for one and against another of them. Then I put it 
tomy colleague, (if 1 am right in my understand- | 
ing of the facts, ) whether ‘he is not before the | 
country as inconsistent? He will not be content 
with attacking Mr. Banxs; he also assaults the 
Administration and its friends in this House. 

The CLERK. ‘The gentieman’s time has | 
expired, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. | 
Clerk, 1 do not rise for the purpose of entering 
into this discussion about party platforms; | 
merely rise to state my opposition to the resolu- 
tion for rescinding the ten-minute rule. I think 
we have a strong evidence this morning why that 
rule should not be rescinded. I move, therefore, 
that the whole subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. McMULLIN. _I hope that, by the indul- | 
gence of the gentleman and the House, I may be | 
allowed to finish my remarks. [Cries of ** No! 
let us vote!’’ 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. CARLILE. Lhope that I may be allowed | 
to say a word in reply to the remarks of my 
colleague. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [I hope that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will withdraw his motion 
to lay on the table, so that the gentleman from 
Virginia will be afforded an opportunity to reply | 
to his colleague. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio wishes to present a proposi- 
tion; and, for the present, I withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table. I will yield tothe gentleman | 
from Virginia [Mr. Carte] in a moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 do not wish to 
make any speech. I offer, as a substitute for the 
pending proposition, the following: 

Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, there shall be 
heid evening sessions, commencing at seven o’clock, p. m., 
at which unlimited debate as to time shall be in order, and 
ho vote shall be taken except to adjourn; and that, during 


the morning session, the ten minutes shall not be extende 
unless a vote of two thirds shall be given therefor. 


‘ Mr. CLINGMAN. Call the previous ques- 
lon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have it notin my power 
todo so. I will yield the floor when I have made 
One remark, ‘There are many members who 

esire to come here in the day-time for the pur- | 
pose of transacting business as speedily as pos- 
sible, and do not desire to come to these evening 
Sessions. ‘There are a great many members who 
Wish to define their position, and to discuss the 
merits of their various platforms now before the 
country. I think that we may save a great deal | 


osition. 








THE CO 





of time by inaugurating a sort of debating society 
in the evening, that members may say what they 
| desire their constituents should know. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield me the floor for a moment? 
| Mr. CAMPBELL. I have promised to yield 
_ to the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Caruite. | 
| Mr. STEPHENS. Has not the time of the 
| gentleman from Virginia expired ? 
| Mr. MeMULLIN. Notupon this proposition. 
Mr. STEPHENS. [I raise the point of order, 
that the gentleman from Pexnsylvania [Mr. 
CampsBe.y} cannot transfer the floor in this way. 
| Mr. MceMULLiN. I obtained the floor, and 
claim it as a matter cf right. IL hope the gentle- 
man from Georgia will allow me to go on. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Well, go on. 
Mr. MeMULLIN. I assure the House that 
I will not trespa-s upon it. [am little inclined 
to speak, and especially when gentlemen are not 
willing to hear me; nor should f have opened my 
mouth upon this oceasion, but for the remarks 


|| which fell from my colleague, [Mr. Caruine. } 


|| Mr. CARLILE. 


Mr. Cierk, I appeal to my 
colleague’s sense of fairness, and to the fairness of 
the House, whether it was right to stop me in the 
midst of my remarks and allow other gentlemen 
to go on and reply to an unfinished speech ? 

Mr. MeMULLIN. [regret that my colleague 
was not allowed to finish his remarks, and I hope 
he will not publish his speech to the country, 
unless he will allow some of us to publish a speech 
in reply. 

I was in hopes, sir, that Virginia would have 
been the last State whose delegation would getinto 
a snarl here about this great question. My friend 
and colleague is aiding the friends of Mr. Banks, 
although, of course, he would not vote for that 
gentleman. But I wish now to ask him a ques- 
tion, which I should have asked him before uf he 
had permitted me to interrupt him. My colleague 
has attached himself to a party known here by 
the cognomen of the ** American party.”’ I de- 
sire to know of my colleague, if one of the prin- 
ciples of that party is not that no foreign-born 
citizen or Roman Catholic shall hold any office 
under this Government? And I desire to know, if 
he did not, when he was a member of the Vir- 
vinia Constitutional Convention, vote to allow 
foreigners and Roman Catholics, Jews and Gen- 
tiles, to be eligible to the offices of Governor and 
Lieutenant Governor? 

Mr. CARLILE. Notatall. I voted for the 
provision as it exists in the constitution of the 
State, confining the office of Governor to native- 
born citizens. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I have misunder- 
stood my colleague. I was informed by another 
of my colleagues, [Mr. Lercuer,|] who was a 
member of that convention, that the gentleman 
did give such a vote. 

Mr. CARLILE. No, sir; you are mistaken. 

Mr. LETCHER. My colleague is mistaken. 
If he will take the trouble to look at the records 
of that convention, published in the supplement, 
he will find that he and I both offered proposi- 
tions to throw open the offices of Governor and 
Licutenant Governor to the natwralized as well 
as the native citizen. 

Mr. CARLILE. I have examined the record. 
I had occasion to do it last spring. . 
| Mr. LETCHER. Let me ask my colleague 
if he did not offer a proposition in relation to the 
executive office ? 


Mr. CARLILE. 


Not that I remember. 

Mr, LETCHER. Well, you certainly did. 

Mr CARLILE. Then it must have been in 
relation to the salary of the Governor. 

Mr. LETCHER. No, sir. 

Mr. CARLILE. Ihave sent for the journal 
of the convention. 

Mr. McMULLIN. This matter is not very 
material to my purpose. If my colleague did 
not give such a vote, of course he is not open to 
the charge 1 was about to make; but I understand 
that he did submit a proposition which would 
convict him of inconsistency in his present posi- 
tion. He, sir, has abandoned the Democratic 


ty. 
Por. CARLILE. No, sir. 
| 


Mr. McMULLIN. 
are to judge men by the company they keep, by 
| their works, and by their walk and conversation. 


| 


He says ‘‘ no’’—but you | 


iI regret deeply that my colleague has taken the | 
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course he has pursued this morning in attack- 
ing the Administration—an Administration, sir, 
which may have committed some faults, as all 
preceding Administrations have done, and as all 
Administrations which may succeed it doubtless 
will do, but which has sent forth a document to 


| this cowatry which will bear comparison with 


any State paper that has ever emanated from the 


| hand of any man—a document which fully and 
| perfectly vindicates the mghts of all the States, 


| of the Missouri compromise. 


and of everv section of this Confederacy. Why, 
l ask, has my colleague felt called upon to attack 
and assail, not only the Administration, but his 
old Dx mocratic associates—ay, sir, his own col- 
leagues? His attacks have not been confined to 
the Democracy of his own State, but have gone 
forth upon the whole national Democracy of the 
country, including our patriotic President. 

Sir, my colleague has been casting his vote for 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{| Mr. F'utter.} How does that gentleman stand? 
‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been cat- 
echised as to his position. He stated in his open- 
ing speech here, that had he been a member of 
the last Congress he would have voted against 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill—against the repeal 
But he went further 
than that. He said that if the Missouri compro- 
mise could be restored, he would vote to restore it. 
[ ask my colleague, who has been arraigning my 
candidate, Mr. Riagarpson, to look af that dec- 
laration of the aalieatan for whom he votes. I 
ive credit to the gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
the conservative position he has taken in regard 
to the question of slavery. I commend him for 
that. Would to God that we had more of those 


| gentlemen who will come to the rescue of their 


| would defeat such a 


country, when that country is in imminent dan- 
ger, as itis to-day! But, sir, my colleague ought 
not to asseil the Democracy, and the candidate for 
whom the Democracy are casting their votes, 
when his candidate recognizes the power of Con- 
gress to restore the Missouri compromise, but 
will not vote to restore it, because, forsooth, the 
Senate and the President of the United States 
measure! How can my 
colleague, after voting for such a gentleman, 
with any consistency, turn round and attack the 
national Democracy for having cast their votes 


| for Winrutsam A Ricuarpson? 


Mr. Clerk, my colleague alluded to another 
subject to which I desire briefly to refer. He al- 
luded to the proposition submitted to the House 
by the honorable member from Alabama, [Mr. 
Waxker,] which was an invitation to the De- 
mocracy to fuse with the’so-called Americans. |] 


| want to tell my colleague that, in reply to that 


very invitation, I told the honorable gentleman 
from Alabama and the House—and I now take 


| occasion to reiterate it—that whenever he and 


those with whom he acted, Mr. Fuuyuer ineluded, 
desired to elect a Speaker and organize the House, 
let them come up and cast their votes for any na- 
tional man, and let us see, by their action, that 
we, the national Democracy, can, by giving our 


| votes for that man, defeat the election of Mr. 


| by so doine we could effect an election. 


Banks; and IJ, for one, will do it. We cannot, 
we will not, cast our votes upon any sectional 
grounds; but there are national men—plenty of 
them—for whom we would cast our votes, if 
J But it 
is idle to talk about our effecting an election! 


The seventy-odd gentlemen on our side of the 


| House making an election against the efforts of 
| the anti-Nebraska men!—and of whom my col- 


' league seems to be one. 





I would ask him if he 
was with them last night? [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.ORR. Thegentleman from Virginia | Mr. 
Car.ite} seems desirous to know what the prin+ 


| ciples are which are contained in the Kansas- 


Nebraska bill. 


Now, without entering into a 


| discussion of the principles of that bill, 1 beg 


leave to refer the gentieman from Virginia to his 
associate upon my right, the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, |Mr. Zotuicorrer,| who was a 
member of the last Congress, and was a zealous 
supporter and advocate of that bill, I would also 
refer him to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Smiru,} an associate of the gentleman, belongin 
to his party,a member of the last Congress, anid 
who cordially sustained the bill and voted for it. 
{Laughter.] I desire now to ask the question— 
would you have voted for the bill if you had been 
a member of the last Congress? 


Do - 
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~ Mr. C ARLILE. 


a 


I would not. ° 





Mr. ORR. I desire the gentleman to commit 
himeeclf fully upon that point, so that the country 
may know where he is. I did not und rstand 
the reply the gentleman made to the question— 
docs he commit himself for or against the bill? 

CARLILE. I said I would go against the 
bill. 

Mr. ORR. I shall take occasion, when the ten- 


minute rule shall have been rescinded, or after 
the House shall have been organize d, to re “ply to 
some of the views thrown out by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Cantite,] a me by others, in 
referenc : to the princely jes of Ki unsas-Ne- 
braska bill. At } it is oul icient that the 
gentleman from Virgu ua sl hould seek the inform- 


resel 3 


ation he desires as to t} e principle: s of that bill 
from his own emt 
An extended de ensued between Mesers. 


STEPHENS, ZOL, L ICOFFER, and WASH- 


BURN , of Maine, on the sul je ct of the restriction 

if slavery in the Te rritories, during which Mr. 

ST i: PHIENS defined his position in remarks of 

msiderable length. [See this debate in the 
Ap weondix.] 

“AR LILE. I do not intend to make a 

sper at's to the House now. I desire to make 


imply aremark, Iam unwilling to believe that 

s House will de ny to mé that whic! h they 
accordeda@o almost every other gen on im 
this floor. They have cut me off to-day in 
midst of some remarks that I was ‘ems 
an I shall not now attempt to com 
these remarks, but I hope that, after nt 
ref} nilisn: the re will be a little more fairness char- 
acterizing the action of this body. [Cries of 


up n 
the 
of 
late 


a nts 


‘Call the roll!’ | y ; 
Mr. ORR. I withdraw the motion to rescind 
the ten-minute rule. [Renewed cries of * Call 


the roll!’’] 
VOTE FOR SPEAKER. 

The House procee “ile ‘d to vote the one hundred 
and sixteenth time for Speaker, with the following 
result: Whole number of 203; 
sary to a choice, 102; of which— 


votes cast, heces- 


Nathaniel P. Danks received 
William A. Riehardson 


PEE Ts UE bo np one oon ccnaececndeccasncccsese 32 
Alexander C. M. I 
James L. Orr 
John Williams 
Gilchrist Porter 


So there was no clroice. 
The following is the vote 
For Mr. Banks—Measrs. Albright 
Bennett, Benson, Bilingliurst, 
shaw, Brenton, Butiineton, Burlingame, James H. C 
bell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chatfec, Clawson, Colfax, 
Comins, Cragin, Cumbggk, Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, 
Dean, De Wit, Dick, Uiekson, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Emric, 
Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harian, Hol 
loway, ‘Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, 
llughston, Keisey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, 
Kunkel, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, 
Pennington, Petit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Ritchie, Rob 
bins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, 
Epinner, Stanton, Stranaban, Tappan, Thorington, Thurs 
ton, Todd, Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ethhu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. 
Bell, Bocock, Bowie, 
Caruthers, Clhiagman, 
Cobb, 


in detail: 
, Allison, Barbour, Hen- 


ry Bingham, Bliss, Brad 






Aiken, Allen, Barclay, 
hovee, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, 
Howell Cobb, Williamson R. V 
Craige, Davidson, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, 
Elliott, English, Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kidwell, 
Letcher, Lumpkin, $ Samuel S. Blarshall, Maxwell, MeMul 
lin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, } Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Peek, Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Ruffin, Rust, San. 
didge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, 
Stewart, Talbott, Vail, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Williams, 
Winstow, Daniel B. Wright, and John V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. Broom, John P. Campbell, Bay- 
ard Clark, Cox, Cullen, Carlile, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, Lind- 
ley, Alexander K. Marshall, Millward, Paine, Porter, 
Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed 
ee pe, - rippe, Underwood, Valk, Walker, Whitney, and 

ohlicotfer. 


For Afr. Pennington—Mesggs. Dunn, Edwards, Harrison, 
Haven, Moore, and Scott. 


For Vr. Orr—Mr. Richardson. 
For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 
For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 


Rending the call of the roll, 

Mr. QUITM AN stated that Mr. BARKSDALE 
had paired off with a gentleman from Ohio, and 
that Mr. Henney S. Bennett was too unwell to 
attend the House to-day. 


| 


journment; 


Mr. PJ ARKER etared that he naa palit off 
with a gentleman from Kentucky, who was too 
unwell to be "nt. 

Mr. SAGE stated that he was requested by his 
Mr. Fiacier, to say that he had 
paired off with Mr. Reape. 

PLURALITY 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I! offer the 
lution, with a view to facilitate 
of the House: 


pre & 
collearue, 
VOTE. 


the organization 














} 
| 

j 

| 


» following reso- | 


Resolved, That the House wil! proceed immediately to 
the election of aSpeaker viva voce; and if, after the roll shali 
have been called three times, no member shall have received 
“imajority of the who ye number of votes, the roll shall again 
be called, and the member who shall then receive the highest | 
number of votes, provided it be a majority of a quorum, 
shall be declar 1 to be ch sen Speaker. 

l c 1] for the pre ious que stion. 

Mr. EDMU NDSO} N. Imove that the House 
pee a djourn 

A MPBEL .,0f Ohio. Task the gentle- | 
man to withdraw thatmotion for a few moments, 
to enable me to make a remark or two to the | 
House. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Understanding that the 

entleman desires to make a personal explanation, 
i withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The CLERK. The House will remember that 
the gentleman from New York has called for the 
pre vious qu stion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [desire to say that I have 
no wish to pat ti pate in thee ntroversy between 
the gentleman from Georgia | Srepuens] and 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Zo .iicor- 
FER. | 


lr. BOWTIE. IT ceal! the gentleman from Ohio 
The gentleman from New York has 
called the previous question. 
A Memser. He wants to make a personal 
explanation; let him go on. 
Mr. BOWIE. I have no desire to hear it. 
call the gentleman to order; and Ll ask the Clerk 
to decide the question of order. 


wal an 
to order, 


The CLERK. AI debate is out of order. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Then J ask the gentleman 


1 | 


from New York to withdr aw the demand for the 


pre vious question, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman renew 
itr 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
occupy more than two minutes, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman from 
Georgia this morning made a very violent assault 
upon the American party. I agreed to the per- 
mission granted him -to vo on wh “ his time had 
expired. I was anxious | he had to say 
upon that subjec nose a if no other 


Iwill. I do not intend to 


to hear 
*t, and was dis 


member saw fit to do it, to reply to what he had 
said as well as to what he micht say. 
I understood him this morning to say, that 


those of us upon my side ¢ 
I ; 


been actmme together 


tf the House who have 
are inclined to os the 
principles of pure republicanism, as the y were 
understood by the framers of the Coinettanon 
and the men of the Revolution. I have sought 
this opportunity to repel that charge. I deny it, 
sir; and I stand here ready to prove, by the 
records of the country, and by the cotemporane- 
ous his tory surrounding that C onstitution, that 


we look upon it as the highest law for the control | 


of our political action. 

I do not propose now, sir, to reply to the gen- 
tleman, bee sat itis near the usual hour of ad- 
but I desire to say to the House that, 
on a suit ible occasion—to-imorrow ‘morning, if 
we do not succeed in electing a Speaker upon the 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bown 
and Biyenam were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the te 
s 85, noes 89. 

a he » CLERK declared the motion lost. 

JONES. Then I propose that we ta} 
vote ie ctly upon the adoption of the plurality 
reso lution l. 

The yeas and nays being ordered, the question 
was put; and there were—yeas 94, ni ays 106; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Barelay, Hen. 
ry Bennett, Benson, dillinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bera, 


shaw, ae mM Buflingion, Burlingame, James H. Cy 
bell, Chaffee, Clawson, Coilax, Comins, Cragin, ¢ umb 


NDsoy 


llers reported 


af 












Damrell, Tirnothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, p ik 
son, Dodd, Durfee, E Emrie, Gallow av, Giddines 
bert, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hickman, Holloway, Tho a 
R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hugiston, Kel. 
sey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Knox, Kunk: I, 
Leiter, Matteson, McCartv, Meacham, Morgan, Morrilj, 
Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Pearce, Pelton, Pennings, on. 
Pettit, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Robbins, Roberts, Say 
Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Sti Anton, / 


Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Was). 
lihu B. Washburne, Israel! Washburn, we atson 
Welch, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—oy’ 

N. ao sssrs. Aiken, Allen, Bell, Hendley Ben- 
nett, Bocoe Bow ie, Boyce, Branch, ens Burnett, Cad 
walader, Tol i F. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbet!, ( 
Caruthers, Baya wrd Clark, Clingman, Howell Cobb, 
liamson R. Ww. bb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, 
ver, Dowdell, Dunn’ Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott 
lish, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence. 
Henry M. Fuller, yee D. Fuller, Goode, 
Augustus Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris’ 
Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Haven, Herbert. Hoffing 
Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, K 
Kennett, Ki dwell, Lake, Le ‘teher, Lindiey, Dun 
Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, MeMullin, McQuex 


ahan, ‘Tappan, Tratt on, 


son, Wade, 








8 


urlile, 
Wi 
Den- 
Eng- 
Foste r 
Greenwood, 












ne. Si 
Miller, Millson, Miiiward, Moore, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, 
Paine, Peek, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Quitman, Re 
Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust. § ] 
g sai we, Scott, William Smith, William R. Smit 





phe ns, wt rope, 


Taibott, 





8 a Trippe, rwo i. 
Va k, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Wells, Wheeler, 
Whitney, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, Joba V. Wright, 


and Zoliicofier— 106. 

So the resolution was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee, (when his name 
was called,) said that he had paired off with Mi 
Rircure, a gentleman who votes for Mr. Banks; 
that he himse If should have voted in the negative, 

Mr.GREENWOOD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at four o’clock) adjourned till to- 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Faway, January 18, 1856. 
The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 


The Journal of yeste rday was read and approyed. 


Mr. CARLILE addressed the Clerk. 
Mr. VALK. I move there be a call of the 
House. : 


Mr. CARLILE. If the gentleman from New 
York will withdraw his motion, I will save the 
House the trouble of having a call. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. IT “would i inqui re of the 
gentleman from Virginia, whether he will be able 
to finish his remarks in the time allowed by the 
an rule? 

Mr. CARLILE. I shall endeavor to do so. 

Mr. GRE ENWOOD. I give notice to the 
House that I shall call for the enforcement of 


| that rule. 


first ballot—I should like to be heard on those || 


specific charges made by 


Georgia. 


of this House. If it shall 


| be agreeable to the House—for I have taken the 


‘ground from the ¢ 


commencement that I would 
do nothing to interfere with its a dy organiza- 
tion—I will ask the privilege of being heard. 

{ now renew the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, and move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 hope the House 


will, by unanimous consent, agree that this reso- 


lution ‘shall come up as the unfinished business 


to-morrow morning, and will now adjourn. [Loud 
cries of ‘* Object.’’}, Well, there are a dozen reso- 
| lutions like this upon the table, which gentlemen 
can move to take up at any time. 


Mr. SAGE. I call for tellers. 


y the gentleman from || 
I wish to repel the imputations he has | 
| hurled upgn members 


| Kansas-Nebraska bill; 


Mr. CARLILE addressed the Howse in con- 
clusion of his remarks of yesterday, on the issue 
involved between the several parties which pre- 
vents an organization. His remarks have been 
withheld for revision, but will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Car.ixe] allow me to ask him one 
question: ? 

Mr. CARLILE. Certainly. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Thegentleman [Mr. Car- 
LILE] stated yesterday that he was opposed to the 
and the reason which he 

gave for that opposition was, that it furnished 
food for abolition agitation. Now, I desire to ask 
him this question: whether Jf all the Republicans 
of this House were to state that they would be 


satisfied with the restoration of the Missouri com- 
romise, he would vote for that restoration ? 

to my friend from 

would say that I 


Mr. CARLILE. In repl 
Alabama, [{Mr. Dowedas \t 











ped. 


from 
one 


com- 


from 
rat I 











1856. 


stated distinctly, on yesterday, that I never would 
yote for the restoration of the Missouri compro- 
mise. I will nevervote for a repeal of the Kansas- 
. hraska bill. Sir, if | were 
The CLERK, (interrupting.) Debate is out 
P order. 
tr, HOUSTON. Call the roll. 
Mr. FAULKNER obtained the floor. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire, Mr. Clerk 





+ 





Mr. FAULKNER, (interrupting.) Have I | 


not the floor, Mr. Clerk ? 


The CLERK. ‘The Clerk recognized the gen- 


tleman from Virginia. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. FAULKNER. On the day before yes- 
terday I caused to be read to the House, by the 
Clerk, a resolution which I then gave notice 
] would, at an early day, offer to the considera- 
tion of the House. I did not present it yesterday 
because I had understood that, on the previous 
night, there had been a caucus of the Republican 
party—of that party which possesses the power 
to organize the House, if it only desire to exer- 
cise that power. And so I refrained from pre- 
senung my proposiuion, waiting to see what the 
result of the action of that party would be. I 
now propose to present my proposition for the 
consideration of the House. Butif there be any 
member on this floor having a proposition—not 
before offered to and rejected bysthe House— 
which he thinks may effect an organization, I 
will not press mine, but will wait to let that mem- 
ber present his. 

Mr. MACE. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield me the fldor? } 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iwill yield the floor to 
the gentleman from Indiana, if-he has a proposi- 
tion to present which he thinks may result in the 
orzanization of the House. I know that mine 
isan extreme measure, and one not to be resorted 
to until it appears that there is no longer achance 
to organize the House within the period fixed in 
my resolution. 

Mr. MACE. I -<all upon the members of this 
body to give to me & little earnest and anxious 
attention, while I subteit the proposition which 
I now intend to offer. This proposition, Mr. 
Clerk, is one emanating s.lely from my own 
mind; 1 have not consulted «% member on this 
floor in recard toit. It was conceived by me in 
a spirit of concession; it was contcived by me 
ina spirit of compromise; and I trus: that the 
House will accept it in that spirit. 

I repeat, sir, I offer this proposition in a spivit of 
compromise. I believe it ought to be adopted; ard 
believe, furthermore, that it ought to be adopted 
without delay. I believe it ought to be adopted 
without even calling the yeas and nays, inasmuch 
as it Is a proposition that will, to a certain extent, 
accommodate all parties and interests represented 
inthis House. I send the resolution to the Clerk’s 
table, and ask that it may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Natuaniet P. Banks, Jr., of Massachu- 
setts, be, and he is hereby, declared elected Speaker of the 
House ; William Cullum, Clerk; Adam J. Glossbrenner, 
Sergeant-at-Arms ; John M. Johnson, Postmasier; and Z. 
W. McKnew, Doorkeeper. 

Mr. MACE. Now, Mr. Clerk, [ present that 
resolution to the House with the simpie remark, 
that if itis not palatable to the House, it is not 
my fault. Ifthe House is not disposed to adopt 
it, let it be so; if they are disposed to vote itdown, 
let them do it.: I will not detain them with any 
remarks, but content myself with moving the pre- 
vious question. , 

Mr. WHEELER. I move that the resolution 
be laid on thé table. 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question wastaken upon Mr. WaHeever’s 
motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 111, nays 90; as follows: 


YEAS~— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, || 


Hendley 8. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Branch, 
Broom, Buffington, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Camp- 
beil, Carlile, Caruthers, Clingman, Howell Cobb, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, Dowdell, 
Duan, Edmundson, Edwards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, 
Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, 
poarge Ww - Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 

ake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Max. 





THE ©O 


WT Sevens & ; * ae oa zs | 
| well, McMullin, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Millson, Moore, 


Mordecai Oiiver, Orr, Paine, Peek, Phelps, Porter, Powell, 
Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richard 


on, Rivers, Raf- 
| fin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Scon, Samuel A. Smith, Wil 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Stephens, Stewart, 
Swope, Talbott, I aylor, ‘odd, Tri ype, Underwood, Vail, 
Valk, Walker, WarneryWatkins, Wheeler, Whitey, Wil 
liams, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicotfer—111. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Brenton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. Camp 
bell, Chatfeve, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, Cumback, 
Damrell, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dick 
son, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Foster, Galloway, Gid 
dings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor 
ton, Valentine B. Horton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, King, 
Knapp, Knight,” Knowlton, Knox, Kunkel, Mace, Matte 
son, MeCarty, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, 
Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pennington, Pettit, Pike, Pringle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, 
Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, Stanton, Stranahan, Tap 
| pan, Thorington, Thurston, Trafton, Wade, Wakeman, 
Walbridge, Waldron, Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Eliihu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, Weich, Wood, 
Woodruff, and Woodworth—90. 












So the resolution was laid on the table. 


Pending the call of the roll, 
Mr. BALL stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Denver. 

Mr. GROW stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Tyson, had paired off with his colleague, Mr. 
MILLWARD. 

THE PLURALITY RULE. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise to a privileged ques- 

tion. I md¥e to reconsider the vote by which 


the plurality resolution was yesterday laid upon 
the tabl | 


I have made this motion, Mr. Clerk, 


for the purpose of availing myself of the oppor- 
icing before the House, at least, my 


trvy a aa , 
tunity of pl 


own views of the 


responsibility for the condition 
in which we are placed. Iam induced to do this 
not only from the observations that have | 
made b n on all sides of the Hon 
but from the tone of t public pi » wi i 
seems to heap censures indiscriminately upon ail 


parties and all the members of the Hous 
Mr. Clerk, I think it is unjust; I believe the 
men with whom I act stand acquitted, according 
to the former practice of this body, and accord 
to the right view of the question. We havé but 
| one precedent in the history of the Government 
for our present guidance. In 1849 this body found 
itself in the same condition for three weeks, that 
it now finds itself during almost seven weeks. 
There were then, as now, three parties in the 
House. No one party had sufficient numbers ‘to 
| decide an election. No one party now has suf- 
ficient numbers to elect. We stand precisely 
now where we stood in 1849. Now, sir, in that 
position of the Government, the two great con- 
tending parti 
Mr. Je INES, of Tennessee. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. I want to know if the gentleman 





from Ohio voted with the majority upon the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table the resolution which 
he now moves to reconsider ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is too late to raise that 
question now. I cannot be int rrupted 

Mr. JONES. No, sir, it is not too late. If 
the gentleman did not vote with the majority, he 
has no right to move to reconsider. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, sir, I offer that res- 
olution as a new proposition. I move the adop- 
tion of the resolution which was rejecte@ yester- 

| day. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman may move to 
take up from the table the resolution referred to 
>y@im: but the motion is not debatable. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. f do not want to answer 
the gentleman. I stand before the House, and 
I must proseed in the ten minutes allotted to me. 
| And let me say, that I do not blame the gentle- 
| man upon the opposite side of the House [Mr. 
Jones] for rising to a question of order. He 
then stood with the party which established a 
precedent which shail go hewn: in all time, to the 
condemnation of his party. I mean, that under 
| the circumstances, the Democratic party, as a 
party, in its caucus, speaking by a party organ, 
then declared*the plurality rule to be the proper 
and only rule which could be adopted for the or- 
ganization of the House. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Clerk, the gentleman is mis- 
| taken. 
iA Mr. GIDDINGS. No, sir; I stand upon the 

record. I have the record before me, and the 


| gentleman must contradict that before he contra- || 
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dicts me. I will read for his edification. Sir while 
the gentleman who now says [am mistaken—a 
member of the Democratic party of the Hou 


sat in his seat, another di wuished member of 


that party, m his presence, rose and said to U 

House, that he ** desired to presenta propositrol 
tothe House. Fe presumed that, under the rule 
which has been adopted, it would not be order 


todebateit. He would, however, be permitted to 
say, that it was a proposition known to have been 
yrresented on the part of the committee appoint a 
ry the Whig caueus to confer witha similar com- 
mittee appointed by the Democratic caucus.”? He 
then proceeded to offer the resolution; which was 
adopted. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Clerk—— 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wili not be interrupted. 
The gentleman may have ten minutes when | am 
done. P 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I will put you right. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Very well. After tha 
proceeding, the resolution was adopted. I re ad 
from the Co rressional (rilobe: 


‘The House had now,” says the record, “ reached the 
contingency contempiat lin th proposition of Mr. Stan- 
tea, ft had exlimusted the three votines therein provided 





for. withouta result, and had arrived at that point whrere, m 
fulfillment of an agreement entered into between the two 


parties, a Speaker was to be elected by a plurality vote.” 


Here, sir, stands the record. Let notgentlemen 


contradict me, but come up to the work and read 
the record. Now, sir, we stand precisely where 
M then stood. | do not k rw the nurmbe r of 
un : toat we, on this side of the fiouse, have 
vored to follow this established precedent 
that was then adopted. It was adopted by : 
! n the de of House, and lex 

n ian f 1 ¢ Mr. Cons] | 
\ xalted to t chair. Tle and his party 
received the benefit. The country has a prov d 
I ! } lw rd Lo | vt uly 
to ¢ out, » the 7 of Republicans 
/ House, that nt. I believe | can 
for t it party, so far as this matter is ¢on- 
cerned. Th Repu lican party ind ready to 
carry out that precedent now, as they have been 
‘ very day since the mmencement of the session. 


lam reminded, by a gentleman near me, that 


the same thing has been done in the Legislature 


of New York. I am aware of that, and so is 
every gentleman in this Hall; and, sir, this whole 
c yunt ry 18 aware that th bi dy cannot be o1 ran- 
ized upon any other principle; it is a matter of 
necessity. The Administrati 1 party, sur, wl 
they are calling upon us—with war tmpendineg 
rus,the Pi dent threatening to involve the 
na min h tilits it th bod ( tinue uno 
unized—fall back from their former position; 
ey reft to fi w the precedent they them- 
selves established in 1849; they refuse to stand 


by the principle which the y then declared to be 
the only just principle that could be a lopted under 


the circumstances. Now, sir, before the country, 


before this House, I tender to them that principle 
—their own policy; and to this House and the 
country I say, that the Republicans stand ready 
to adopt the rule which was adopted in 1849, ar d 
which has since been approved by the country. 

And to gentlemen upon the opposite side of the 
House, who are threatening a dissolution of the 
Union because of this disorganized condition, I 
say, gentlemen, follow out your own policy and 
we will save the Union. It is in vain for gentle- 
men to urge that they are now in the minority, 
whereas they were in the majority in 1849. Sir, 
“men change—principles never.”’ And now,sir, 
I again repeat, that the Republicans stand upon 
the creat principle which was avowed by both 
of the great parties—which was thea proclaimed 
by both parties, Whigs and Democrats. And if 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the House are not 
willing to accept that, so far as | am concerned 
I speak for nobody else—I shall stand here some 
days before I recede from that position. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia. Mr. Clerk, while the 
ventleman from Ohio was proceeding, i corrected 
him in a statement of fact. I rise now for the 
purpose of putting that statement correctly before 
the country in connection with his remarks. Fle 
stated that the Democratic party had, in 1849, 
adopted the plurdlity r solution. He says that 


that party, as a party, adopts d that resolution tn 
caucus. The truth tn reference to that matter is 


simply this: the plurality rule was adopted in 


& 
¢ 
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caucus, as was understood at that time, by the 
Whig party. When it was reported by the com- 
mittees of conference of the two parties to the 
Democratic caucus, it was rejected there by a de- 
cided majority. It was offered in the House by 
a member of the Democratic party, notwithstand- 
ing its rejection by the party in caucus, and it was | 
adopted by the votes principally of the Whig | 
party and a portion—a minority—of the Demo- 
cratic party. If the gentleman desires to stand 
by the record, he will find that a majority of the 
Democratic members of the House in 1849, ac- 
cording to my recollection, voted against the 
adoption of the yurality rule. And there was 
no man on the Sor as | now recollect,—for I 
have not turned to the debates to refresh my 
memory ,—more violent or more denunciatory of 








the operation of the plurality rule than the gen- | 


tleman from Ohio, My recollection is, that he 
offered a substitute for the plurality ryle, which 
gubstitute declared that it was wrong in principle, 
dangerous in its tendency, and ought not to be 
adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON., ad his speech. 

Mr. COBB. I have not turned to his speech, 
and am now speaking from recollection. One 
word more, Mr. Clerk, in reference to the respons- 
ibility for the organization of the House, and I 
amdone. I have not risen to go into this dis- 
cussion. The record of this House during the 
last few days exhibits this fact to the country: 
that the Republican party, as they call themselves, 
and are termed, had it in their power to place in 
the Speaker’s chair a member of their own party, 
who, at the commencement of this session, re- 
ceived the highest number of votes of that party 
for that position. The resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 'Tuonineron | declared 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campsetx] to be 
the Speaker of the House for the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress. He received, 1 believe, the votes of 
fifty members of this House. ‘There were voting 
against that resolution fifty-two members of the 
vepublican party—filiy-two of those who have 
cast their votes for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Bawgs.] If these fifty-two who 
voted against the resolution had voted for him, 
the resolution would have been adopted, and Mr. 
Campse.y would have been elected the Speaker 
of this House. ‘These gentlemen thereby placed 
themselves before the country in this position— 
that they are not content to organize this House 
with a member of their own party, and a mem- 
ber who was the choice of a plurality of that 
party at the commencement of the session; they 
would rather that Congress should remain disor- 
ganized, and the Government to cease to go on 
with its operations, than place a man of their own 
party—a man having the confidence of that party, 
agreeing with them in principle, and capable to 
discharge the duties of the office—in the Speaker’s 
chair. Such is the record, so far, of this session 
of Congress, ‘Their issue is Mr. Banxs and disor- 
ganization, in preference to a member of their own 
party, against whom they have urged no personal 
or politcal objection, The responsibility is with 
them, and they are to satisfy the country that 
such a position as the one which they have as- 
sumed can be justified. 

In reference to the plurality rule, if necessary, 
I would go into a discussion of it. The gentie- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] says that while, 
at one time, I was the recipient of the benefit 
of that parks rule, 1 have during this session 
uniformly voted against it. I will tell him that it 
never will reeeive the sanction of my vote when 
its operation is inevitably to place in the Speaker’s 
chair the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banks;} and I believe that such is the determ- 
ination of a majority of this House. If gentle- | 
men are continuing their support of Mr. Banks 
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'| as a party, by its committee, not in this Hall, but 












|in a caucus aside from association with other 


parties, adopted the plurality rule. 
Mr. COBB. That is not a correct statement o 


| fact, as | have already said to the gentleman from 


Ohio; and every member of the party who was in 


that caucus will bear me out in repeating this refu-/ 
ZA i 


tation of the zentleman’s charge. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I only repeat what waa 
said by a leading member of the Democratic 


| party, the Hon. Mr. Stanton, of Tennessee, on 
| this floor, and in the presence of the gentleman 
'from Georgia and his perty in this House. 
| That gentleman sat silently in his seat when 


Mr. Stanton declared it to have been agreed to 
by the committee, and he did not deny it; n 
member of his party denied the fact. Now, after 


six years have elapsed, gentlemen are not pre- | 


vared to do what they did then. I impute no 
intention on the part of that or any other gen- 


tleman to arraign the records and deny the fact || 


of an agreement, as avowed b 
party on this floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I wish the gentle- 
man would read the remarks of Mr. Stanton to 
which he refers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have already read it, but 
I read it again at the gentleman’s request: 

“Mr. Sganron, of Tennessee, rose and said that he de- 
sired to present a proposition to the House. He presumed 


y a member of their 


that, under the rule which had been adopted, it wouid pot | 


be in order to debate it. He would, however, be permitted 
to say that it was a proposition known to have been pre- 


sented on the part of the commiitee appointed by the || 


Whig caucus to confer with a similar committee appointed 
by the Democratic caucus.” 

At this point he was interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS. At what page is that? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Page 61, Coneressional 
Globe, for December 22,1849. Here is the Jour- 
nal, as kept by the reporters at the time: 

“The House had now reached the contingency con- 
templated in the proposition of Mr. Stanton. It had ex- 
hausted the three votings therein provided for, without a 
resuli; and had arrived at that point where, in fulfillment 
of the agreement entered into between the two parties, 
Speaker was to be elected by a plurality vote.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a remark. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. When I have finished the 
gentleman can take the floor. [have not said 
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helming majority of the party voting against jt? 
o gentlemen believe that such evidence of bad 
faith as that would have been passed by unno. 
| ticed? Do they believe that the country would 
for one moment have sustained the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] in saying that the 
‘|| Democratic caucus had adopted that resolution 
and yet, when we came into the House, two thirds 
or three fourths, perhaps, (I have not looked at 
the record,) of the party voted against it? 
| Mr. EDMUNDSON. Let me say one word, 
|} It may be that the committee appointed upon the 
||\part of the Democratic caucus did agree with the 
|| committee on the part of the Whig caucus to 
|| adopt the dearer rule; but anybody who asserts 
‘that the Democratic party agreed to adopt the 
| plurality rule, asserts what is not true. 
Mr. COBB. I wish to add one word more, 
- Mr.ORR. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me fora 
' moment, I desire to say that I was present on the 
gccasion to which, I suppose, reference is made; 
and I state distinctly that no such resolution ag 
that referred to by the gentleman from Ohio was 
_ adopted by the Democratic caucus, either directly 
| or indirectly. 
|| Mr. COBB. I merely wish to add to what | 
_ have already said, that the language quoted by 
|| the gentleman from Ohio was intended by the 
| gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton} to refer 
| to what he had previously stated—that the plu- 
| rality rule had been adopted by the Whig can- 
cus, and had been reported by the respective 
committees to the two caucuses. Fortunately, 
the gentleman from Tennessee, although he js 
not a member of this House, is here, and [ assert, 
| without one word of conference with him, that 
he never intended to say before this House—nor 
did a single member of the House at that time 
|| So construe his language—that the Democratic 
,, party had adopted the plurality rule in caucus, 
Mr. LETCHER obtained the floor. 
|| Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I have a very dis- 
tinct recollection of this eccurrence, for I was 
one of the few Democrats who separated from 
| our friends and voted for the plurality resolution, 
|| understanding, at the time, that the majority of 
| 


18, 


| 
j 


i 





| the party were opposed to it. I voted for it on 
| the ground that I believed the effect of the rule, 
| if adopted, would be to elect the gentleman from 


that they voted for the resolution in this Hall; || Georgia, [Mr. Cons.] That was the reason I 


on the contrary, I believe that only a portion of 
them voted for the resolution in this Hall. But 
I call the attention of the country to the fact that 
in their caucus, the Democratic party, as a party, 
agreed with the Whig party, as a party, 
should be the rule. 

Mr. MILLSON. I will state to the gentleman 
that I was a member of that Democratic caucus, 
and that I distinetly recollect that | opposed the 
resolution when offered by Mr. Stanton in caucus. 
[ have not the slightest impression on my mind 


| that it was adopted by the caucus. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘I do not involve gentlemen; 
1 only involve the Democratic party. I mean to 


| pin it on that party, as a party, and not on indi- 
viduals. 


that this Vy 


‘ 
! 


| voted for it then; and I will not vote for it now, 
| because I believe the effect of it would be to elect 
|| the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] 
|| or some one of-his political friends. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
' sion of the gentleman from Virginia, I ask that 
| the gentleman from Ohio will send to the Clerk’s 
| desk, and let the Clerk read, what he has been 
| reading, purporting to be a portion of the remarks 
|| of My. Stanton. It seems to be a remark made 
| by the reporter, that the House had now arrived 
| at the point contemplated in Mr. Stanton’s res- 
olution, agreed to by the two parties, and nota 
remark made by Mr. Stanton, as the gentleman 
|| from Ohio intimated when he read it. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire to say a word. 
Mr. LETCHER. 





Mr. COBB. I desire simply to say, in reply to || I shall bring to the standa 
the extract read by the gentieman from Ohio, that | wit#ess, about whose testimony on this subject 
that is the construction he places upon Mr. Stan- || there can be no controversy in this House. Upon 
ton’s language; and now in his hearing, and in || wWhatday of December was that resolution adopted? 
the heagwg of those who were present at that Mr. COBB. The twenty-second. 
time, I venture the assertion that there cannot be || _ Mr. LETCHER. Well, on the 27th day of 
found one single member of the Thirty-First || December, (five days afterwards,) the gentleman 


Congress who will rise and say that he believed 
at that time that Mr. Stanton intended to ey 
before this House that the Democrati# party Rad 


adopted that resolve, when it was as well known | 


| then in that House as itis knowa now, whenst 


ia the impression that the plurality rule will be || 


finally adopted, leading inevitably to the election | 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts,—I give it 
merely as my own opinion,—I will tell them that 
they are deceiving themselves, Therefore, if they | 


poem Mr. Banks and disorganization to a meni- || 


yer of their own party and organization, let them | 
stand or fall on be issue which they themselves 
make before the country. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. One word in reply to the | 
gentleman. Ihave not stated that the members | 
of the Democratic party in this Hall voted for this 
resolution. I enly stated that that party, acting 


is stated by myself and the gentleman irom Vir- 
ginia, [Mr, Mituson,] that it had been rejected 
by the Democratic caucus, This constructiun, 
now put upon the remarks of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Stanton,] is the only foundation 
upon which the gentleman from Ohio makes this 
scam He knows, if he recollects what oc- 
curred at that time, and is familiar with it, that 
it was well understood in this House that the 
Democratic party had rejected it. 

Now, sir, does the gentleman, or any member 
here, suppose that the Democratic party in caucus 
would have adopted that resolution, and then, 
when it was to be voted upon in the House, that 
but a dozen, or haps some twenty, members. 
of the party Past yea voted for it—an over- 


| from Ohio [Mr. Gippies] himself made a speech 
|| in regard to the plurality rule. Now, let us see 
|| what party he says adopted it: 
‘* He desired to say to the House and to the country, that 
Hi the present occupant of the chair held his office as a neces- 
|| Sary result of the plurality rule. ‘That rule had heen forced 
|| upon us by the Whig party, aided by some small portion of 
the members from the other side of the House.” 
|| Now, sir, I submit that, whatever may have 
been the opinion of other people, it does not be- 
| come the gentleman from Ohio to rise here in his 
| place and undertake to charge that the Democratic 
party adopted that rule, after he has sent out to 
the country and published a speech, revised and 
printed in pamphlet form, in which he purports 
to give the facts as they occurred in 1849. 
ell, sir, here is another portion of the speech, 
to which it may, perhaps, be well to refer, since 
the gentleman is in favor of the plurality rule now. 
Here it is: 


« But the vote of a 
the Constitution, confer no ri 


would, under 
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coeaker. This was well understood by the House. The | 
By} 


yote merely operated asa nomination, while the election | 
was made by adopting the resoluuion of the gentieman from | 
North Carolina, (Mr. Staniy.] That resolution reads as 
follows : 

« ¢ Resolved, That the Hon. Howell Cobb, a Representa- 
tive from the State of Georgia, BE, and he ts hereby, declared 
duly elected Speaker of this louse for the Thirty-First Con- 
* This resolution gave him the office—constituted him 
Sneaker. Without it, he would have had no claim to the 
speakership.”” 

Mr. GIDDINGS. You had better read the 
whole speech. 

Mr. LETCHER. Well, I will read a little 
further, since the gentleman wishes it: 

«This was adopted, and the Speaker elected by the united 
yote of nearly the entire Whig and Democratic parties, and 
was clearly a part of the original agreement by which the 
plurality rule was adopted. The Whig press now turn 
round and chatge Free-Soilers with electing the present 
Speake e.” 

Now, sir, all. that I have to say in regard to this 
matter is this: I putit to the gentleman from Ohio 
to say, whether, if he could adopt the plurality 
rule in this body, he could ever elect Mr. Banks, 
according to the principle which he declared was 
indispensable to constitite him Speaker? Sir, 
principles are immmtable and unchangeable. If 
the plurality mode of election was an unsound 
principle then,—and the gentleman is always for 
a strict adherence to priziciple,—what has opened 
hiseyes now? What has induced him to believe 
that that which was wrong in 1849 is right in 
1856? Why, sir, Lask agein, if he now enter- 
tains the opinions that he then entertained, docs 
he complain of this side of the House, or of any 
members of this House, for opposing the plurality 
rule? Does he believe now (I put the question 
to him) that a majority upon this floor will, be- 
tween this and the sound of the last trump, ever 
acree that Mr. Banks shall be Speaker of this 
House? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Do you want an answer? 

Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir. | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Well, Mr. Clerk, I will 
proceed to answer the gentleman’s interrogatory. 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh, do not take all my 
time; I shall want to reply to you. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will then give the gentle- 
man an answer whenever [ can get the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER,. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to say that Mr. Banxs cannot be elected; 
and knowing that he cannot receive a majority, 
yet, for the purpose of carrying out the very de- 
sign which my friend from Georgia [Mr. Coss] 
imputes to the other side—that it must be Banks 
and an election, or disorganization without his 
election—he stands by it, and insists in forcing 
him upon this body. Now, sir, what is the rea- 
son of it? Is it because the gentleman from Ohio 
indorses the sentiment announced here the other 
day, of the social and political equality of the 
black and the white races? Is it because he desires 
to see the problem worked out by practical amal- 
gamauon ¢ 

Mr. BANKS, (interrupting.) Do I understand 
the gentleman from Virginia as saying that I have 
made any such assertion ? 

Mr. LETCHER. I said the gentleman said 
that the problem of superiority was to be worked 
out by seeing which of the two races should 
absorb the other. 

_Mr. BANKS. I have made no sueh declara- 
tion—no such declaration as he has imputed to 
me. [Cries of ‘* Read what he said!’’] I have 
expressed no opinion upon either of the questions 
which the gentleman has alluded to. I oe not 
declared what will be the result. I declared that 
I should wait before I gave ‘a decisive answer 
upon that question. I say that, according to my 
understanding of the doctrine of the superiority 
of races, as then announced, the sentiments the 
gentleman has announced as having been de- 
clared by me are. not to be drawn by any just 
interpretation of the language I used. I utterly 
disclaimed them, when imputed to me by the gen- 
tleman from North Mcaligenshee other day. I 
khow perfectly well, and every man knows per- 
fectly well, that there is an inequality in the 
Capacity and condition of the races to which the 
gentleman has referred. I have-never asserted 
their equality. 
‘ With regard. to the sentiment imputed to me 

¥ the gentleman from North Carolina, §Mr. | 
CuNaman,] and.asnow declared by the gentleman | 


{ 
| 


| from Virginia, [Mr. Lerewer,] I have to say | 
| I never entertained, or even contemplated, any 
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such result, or proposed any such idea as that; | 
and, so far as I was enabled to gather his idea 
from the language used by him, amalzamation is 
as ineffably repugnant to my mind as it can be to 
the gentieman from Virginia or North Carolina, 
or any other member of the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. Let me read the lancuace 


employed by the gentleman in the discussion re- 


| ferred to; and let me preface it with this single 


remark: here are his remarks deliberately cor- 
rected by himself, prepared for publicati yn, and 
stamped with all the solemnity which can be given 
to them by the most eareful and deliberate re- 
flection. "The gentleman said: 


* f have to say, in this matter, that f accept the doctrine 


| of the Declaration of Independence, that ail men are cre- 


| listen to these words: 


absorbed and disappears in the stronger race. 


ated equai. In regard to the superiority of races, I am im- 
pressed with the conviction that it is to be determined ouly 
by capacity for endurance. So far as I have siudied the 
subject, it seems to me to be the universal law, that the 
weaker is always absorbed, and disappears in the stronger 
race. 

Now, sir, if the negro is to disappear, or be 
absorbed, how is it to be done? 

Mr. BANKS. I eall the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to my laneuage, and he will 
see that that question is a matter which | have 
not undertaken to determine. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman has not | 
undertaken to determine it, why does he under- 
take to speak of the probable absorption of the 
one or the other? 

Mr. BANKS. Ihave not spoken of a probable 
absorption of any race. 

Mr. LETCHER. Besides, the gentleman has 
given this matter study. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Virginia 
misrepresents my language. 1 did not assert | 
had given it stady. ‘There are words of limit- 
ation in my remark. 

Mr. LETCHER. 


I will vead it to the House, 
and let them decide. 


[** Read, read!’’] Just 


* So far as I have studied [laughter] the subject. it seems 
to me to be the universal law that the weaker is always 
Whether 
the black race of this continent, or any other part of the 
world, is equal to the white race, can only be determined 
by the absorption and disappearance of one or the other; 
and [ propose to wait” [for what?] “ wniil the respective 


| races ean be properly sabjected to this philosophical test 
| before I give a decisive answer.’’ 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I desire, in as bricf a man- 
ner as possible, to reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, |Mr. Coss.]} 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, here ad- 
dressed the Chair. ; 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Ohio 
rises for the simple purpose of answering a ques- 
tion. He is, however, out of order, if he pro- 
poses to speak any further upon the pending 
proposition, if any other gentleman desires the 
floor upon it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I certainly seek no advant- 
age in this debate. I desire only that the truth 
should be made known. When | professed to 
speak the sentiments and language of Mr. Stan- 
ton, I read from the record. I desire the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jones,| as | am replying to what he has stated 
here. 


I will not insist. 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr.CAMPBELL, of Kentucky, (interrupting. ) | 


E desire to propownd a question to the gentleman 
fron®Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks. ] 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is out of order. 4 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee seems to suppose that I read, as the lan- 
guage of Mr. Stanton, matters recorded merely 


| by the official reporters of this body. According 


| 


} 


to my recollection, it was uttered as recorded. 
What I reported to the Clerk, and to the House, 
is the language of the record made upat the time, 
and which now stands as the Seals and if that 
gentleman imputed to me an attempt to palm off 
upon this House the record as the language of 
Mr. Stanton, he is mistaken. That is all I have 
to say upon that point. I know the gentleman | 
is sincere in his supposition, and that he would | 
not intentionally misrepresent me. 

Now, in regard to the remarks of the gentleman’ | 
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which I desire the attention of the House, and I 


' am not to be diverted from the distinetion which 


that gentleman secks to avoid. I repeat what I 
said when I first rose, that the Democratic party’ 
in its caucus, spenking through its committee, did 
arree to the resolution. And now, sir, let every 
member understand, that in the first remarks J 
made I stated to this House that enough of that 
party, with the Whigs, voted for that resolution 
tocarry it. I did not represent, as the gentleman 


, 


from Georgia [Mr. Coss] ha 


7 
1 
n 





§ intimated, that in 
this Hall the Democratic party voted for the re 
olution. I only said, and intended to say, that 
as a party out of this Hall, acting by itself, inde- 
pe ndently of this body, they constituted a com- 
mittee with power to enter into that agreement. 

And now L ask the attention of the gentlemari 
from Georgia distin ‘tly to the question, W hethe Yr 
such was not the e: ' L want him to meet what 
I say and not what I do not say. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON, (interrupting.) The 
gentleman from Ohio states somethine in conflict 
with what I have stated just now. 1 want to let 
him know that-he Is ass ‘riing w hat is not true. 
I am stating facts within my own knowledge. It 
is true that the committee appointed on the part 
of the Democratic party to meet a like committed 
appointed by the Whig caucus, were in favor of 
that resolution, and recommended it to the Demo- 
cratic caucus; but the Democratic caucus voted 
down the resolution and refused to adopt it. Now, 
any statement made in conflict with that—I say 
this from my own personal knowledge—is a state- 
ment which is not true; and he who makes it 
knows, at the time he is making it, that it is not 
true. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 


** Go, show your slaves how choleriec you are, 
And make your bondmen tremble,” 


but do not come here to make any imputations 
upon me. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON, (advancing towards Mr, 
Gippines.) I want to hear what the gentleman 
from Ohio is saying. 

Mr. GIODINGS. I am stating legitimate 
matters before this body, and I am not to be drawn 
aside from it, ‘ 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. Not at all; but state 
the facts. That is what I want. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 want no personal conflict 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. 
world. 

[Loud cries of ** Order!’’ ** Order !”’ and much 
confusion and excitement in the Hall. ] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Let gentlemen keep cool. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON. I will keep cool, if you 
state the facts. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 


Clerk. 


Nor I; none in the 


I will state the facts, Mr. 
I was saying that out of this Hall a com- 
mittee was appointed by the Democratic party to 
meet a similar committee appointed by the W hig 
party. And here I wish the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cops] to correct me if lam wrong, 
when he gets the floor. 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. I willtry to get the 
floor whes the gentleman from Ohio concludes. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. But I do not want any 
misrepresentation on his side. I say, sir, that 
out of this Hall a committee was appointed by 
the Democratic party to arrange this matter 
with the Whig committee, as was stated by Mr. 
| Stanton on the floor. I have said nothing about 
what may have been done out of this Hail, ex- 
cept whiat appears upon: the record here; and i 
does appear that that committee, with the Whig 
committee, did agree on the plurality resolution. 
Speaking, then, for the party, sir,~for he who 
acts by another acts by himself,—speaking for 
the party, as. far as the record 4s concerned, it 
stands plain that the Democratic party have ap- 
proved this rule. Now, gentlemen tell what they 
remember. Gentlemen tell what is within their 
recollection. Gentlemen tell what transpired 
without the record. I knownothing about that. [ 
contradict none of them, for [ know not how this 
may be. I speak from the record, and that record 
is, that that committee—speaking for the party— 
acreed with the Whig committee—speaking for 
its party—in reference to the adoption of the 
| plurality rule. 
And now I comie to the point suggested by the 


from Georgia, (Mr. Cons,} here is one point to || gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer.} He 


mr St UOT, 


: 
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asks if 1 did not 
enforced this rule upon us? 

| Liere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, took the floor. 

The CLERK. ‘The Clerk would suggest that 
both eentlemen {Mes rs. Cops and CiIDDINGS | 
have spoken more than once on this subject. 

Mr. COBB. I have the floor, and I trust there 
will be no objection to my proces din , 

The CLEKK. If there be no objection, the 
gentieman from Georgia will proces d. 

Phy re was ho ol jt cuon. [ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have one question to ask 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. COBB. When I get through I will hav 
no objection to hear the gentleman from Ohio 
upon all points of controversy between 
When the gentleman from Ohio stated that the 
Democratic party had adopted, as a party, th 
plurality rule, | unhesitatingly denied that state- 
ment. When he said that the res ion was 
introduced by Mr. Stanton, he read the lan- 
guage of Mr. Stanton to that he made 
the statement to the House and to the country, 
to that effect. I stated then, that it was a 
construction of the laneuace of Mr. Stanton, 
and that it must have be 
they were. 


us. 

laot 
ru 
show 
mis- 


nso trom tne iacts as 


Now, sir, I desire to show to the House 
that, if the gentleman from Ohio in his first re- 


marks—and I trust that they will stand reported 


as they were originally made—il, in his first 
remarks, he had confined himself to wl Mr. 
Stanton did say, and had not put tn the mouth 
of Mr. Stanton—as I understood it, and as it 
was understood by the House—the language used 
by the reporter, t iere would have b not one 
article of evidence to sustain the charge mad 


oo the gentleman from Ohio. 

‘Mr. GIDDINGS, (interrupting.) Will th 
gentleman allow me to say —— 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Ohio will 
yardon me. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. ‘The gentleman need have 
no fear of the report being altered by me. If he 
will refer to the report, he will find my words, I 
have no doubt. 

Mr. COBB. I hope so. Now, thé language 
of Mr. Stanton, as read originally by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, is as follows: *‘ He rose and 
said thut he had to present a proposition to the 
Hiouse, and he presumed that, under the rule 
which had been adopted, it would not be in order 
to debate it. He would, however, be permitted 
to say, that it was a proposition known to have 
been presented on the part of the committee ap- 
pointed by the Whig caucus to confer with a 
similar committee appoimted by the Democratic 
caucus.’’ 

If the gentleman from Ohio had stopped there, 
is there a man in this House who would have 
said he had introduced one particle of evidence 
from the record to sustain the charee made by 
him, that Mr. Stanton, on this floor, had said that 
that was the action of the Democratic caucus? 
No one will pretend it; therefore, it was neces- 
sary for him to read the following language. And 
when this was read, I supposed—and so qid the 
House—that the gentleman was reading from the 
language of Mr. Stanton. [Some voices, ‘* No!”’ 
I knew that such was my understanding of it; 
and my remarks were a comment upon 1, for | 
stated then that no such construction was intended 
by Mr. Stanton to be placed on his remarks, be- 
cause it is utterly inconsistent with the truth and 
with the history of the case. This is what the 
gentleman from Ohio read; and | appeal to any 
and all of you, if this is not the language which 
brought your minds to the conclusion that Mr. 
Stanton had stated that such was the action of the 
Democratic caucus? I read: 

“'The House had now reached the contingency contem- 
plated in the proposition of Mr. Stanton. It had exhausted 
the three votings therein provided for without a result, and 
had arrived at that point where, in fulfillment of the agree- 
ment entered into between the two parties—”? 

Mark, you! The gentleman from Ohio laid 
stress upon that language: ‘* The agreement en- 
tered into between the two parties.’”” There was 
the strength of his case. There was the point 
he made— 

*« a Speaker was to be elected by a plurality rule.” 
Now, Mr. Clerk, I ask this House, and I put | 


| 


it to the candor of every man on this floor, if, at | 


understanding that the last language which I have | 
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_ we ae . ft . . . : . } 
say that it was the Whigs who | the time this declaration was made, it was not its 


| 


quoted was the language of Mr. Stanton? \| 


Several Memgers. He so stated, expressly. | 
Mr. COBB.ET put it to the memory and candor 
of gentlemen Here, if the gentleman from Ohio 
did not so intend it, then he madea charge against 
the party without any particle of cround to stand 
upon. If he did intend it, it was an effort to fal- 
sify the record on which he was standing) And 
in connection with it, sir, let me again call the 
attention of the House to the fact that, on the 
on the adoption of this plurality rule, it was, 
as I stated it to be,adopted by a large majority of 
the Whig party—who had adopted itin caucus— 
together with a small portion of the Democratic 
party—who had voted for it in caucus—when it 


vote 


| was rejected by a large majority voting against 


it. The gentleman stated that there were one 

hundred and six votes in the negative—against the 

adoption of the resolution—and of that number 

seventy were Democrats. That was the vote upon | 
iis 8 only attach importance to it from the fact 

that the remark had been made here to sustain a 

charge against that party which was not true in 

liseli. 

‘This lancuare which I have used—this laneuage 
which even the gentleman from Ohio himself will 
not now pretend to say was the laneuage of Mr. 
Stanton—was the lancuage of the reporter, giving 
an account of the proceedings of the day, and does 
not occur in connection with Mr. Stanton’s 
nameatall, Tl is a vote intervening between 
the time when Md tanton addressed the House 
and the remarks here made by the reporter, which 
had no earthly connection with them whatever. 

The ntleman from Ohio charged me with 
ittinge by and allowing the gentleman from ‘'Ten- 
» [Mr. that thi plurality 
was the result of an agreement between the 
two parties, without standing up todeny it. He 
says that the proposition was made by the Whig 
caucus to the Democratic committee. That was 
true; | hayg never denied it. [stated it in my first 
remarks, 


re 18 


4 


nesst Stanton] to say 


aad 
ri 


man’s remarks, when he charges me with sitting 
by and allowing Mr. Stanton to state that the plu- 
uity proposition was the result of an agreement 
3 it be because He 
had put in Mr. Stanton’s mouth the language of 
the report r? I submit,the facts to the House; I 
shall not characterize them. 

Mr. GI With the consent of the 
House, Mr. Clerk, I will say, that it t 


between the two partic Ss, unles 


DDINGS. 
1 is due to 
the House and to myself that there should be an 
understanding as to what I have said and what I 
have not said. | know the gentleman trom Geor- 
gia [Mr. Cons] too well to suppose that he would 
willfully misrepresent what I have said, and he 
knows me too well te suppose that I would 
allow the charge of misrepresentation to be made 
against me without giving a frank and full expla- 
nation—a properanswer. When I rose and made 
allusion to the remark of Mr. Stanton in 1849, 
{ read it to the House. I read precisely what is 
reported to have been said by him. Ta uted 
so much to him, and not another word did I at- 
tribuie to him. ‘Then turning on to the day of 
the election, [ said in distinct laneuage that the 
record made up by the reporters of the<ay was 
as follows. I know what I said; and if gentle- 


try} 
taal 


W here, then, is the point of the gentle- | 


men get too much excited to understand me, that | 


is not my fault. I am responsible for what | say, 
and not for their want of understanding. 
Sir, gentlemen have no right to rise upon this 


floorand refuse to be corrected, when they infHute || 


tome languagé which I neverused. I neverrefused 
such a correction to any man, 1 have yet to 
learn that the courtesies of debate in this Hall 


| authorize or justify any man in refusing to be 


| corrected when he attem 


‘|| having been the remarks of Mr. Stanton. 


a to use the language 
of another, which that other states is not correct. 
Now, | have shown to the House, and I repeat, 


that | never imputed the extract read from the | 
record made up by the reporter at the time as || 


The 
record will show the fact; its language shows it 
could not have been the work of that gentleman. 


The record shows that there was a committee | 


appointed upon the part of the Democratic party, 
to act for that party, to represent that party, to 
act by their authority, and to bind them, so far as 
the record shows and the history of the country 
is concerned; and I knew not what was done 


| 


| mittee that was stated by Mr. Stanton. 





outside the record. On those aets I have made no 
remark; 1 know nothing of them. Here | Stand 
and, standing here, } have shown that the com, 
mittee appointed by the Demoeratic party author. 
ized by that party, speaking for the party, made 
the presentation which they did. And, passing 
on in that record, I stated that what occurred in 
that House was by the agreement of the two 
parties—not acting by vote in this Hall, nor by 
joint ballot outside—but by the joint action of 
their committees. That was the declaration which 
I made, and by that declaration I stand, here anq 
elsewhere; nor will gentlemen who are interested 
in making me say otherwise drive me from it, 
Now, Mr. Clerk, it was this action of the com. 
€ That 
fact has not been denicd. And when I stated as 
I did state in this House subsequently, that this 
measure was forced upon us by the Whig party 
and a sufficient number of the Democratic party 


; to carry it, I stated the action of this body, and 


not of the Democratic party and Whig party out- 
side this Hall; and when I afterwards, in this 
Hall, referred to that action, as read from my 
speech, as being the result of the joint action of 
the two parties outside this Hall, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Cops] stood by and heard me, 
and did not contradict the language I uttered. 
Sir, let me say that this Yas an afterthought. No 
man repudiated the facts I uttered then. No, sir, 
the whole facts were before the country, and were 
comprehended by the people. I then asserted 
every word that ] have now asserted, and neither 
of the gentlemen who have read the remarks | 
made then—with much profit to themselves | 
trust, [laughter]—correeted.me. The honorable 
centleman from Georgia then sat silently and 
heard my remarks, and did not attempt to cor- 
rect me, nor did any gentleman correct me. They 
read the record made up by the reporters, for it 
was laid upon the table of every member the next 
morning, and no gentleman rose to correct it, or 
to intimate that it contained any misrepresenta- 


| tion. 


| ceded from your position. 


| | think it can be easily demonstrated 


Now, gentlemen, by your past acts I hold you 
before the country as unwilling to follow your 
own precedent. Ibave shown that you have re- 
Sir, | have made that 
assertion, and I now stand here to make good the 
assertion, and I will do it, God being my helper. 

But my friend from Georgia has undertaken to 

peak of our responsibility in not electing Mr. 
Campsett. Now, sir, let me tell that gentleman 
that I vote as I choose. The Republicans of 
this House do not go to Georgia to learn what is 
their duty. 

Mr. COBB. I suppose that jg the reason why 
they are so far wrong. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAPPAN. I merely desire, at this time, 
to make a very few remarks in reply to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Georgia, and also in 
reply to some remarks which fell from the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] the other day, 
in reference to the responsibility for the non-or- 
ganization of this House, and the parties where 
that responsibility properly attaches. Now, sit, 


g 
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Mr. ORR. I desire to inquire if the gentleman 
from Ohio has surrendered the floor? 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I have, unless the gentle- 


/man from Virginia [Mr. Lercuer] wants to ask 


me some question. 
Mr. ORR. I then desire to ask the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Tappan] to allow 


| me to correct one fact in reference to this con- 


troversy that has originated here, before he pro- 


_ceeds to make his point? [Cries of **Go on!” 


** No objection!’’] 
Mr. Clerk, the gentleman from Ohio persists 
in his charge that the Democratic party were 


_ responsible for the plurality resolution offered by 


Mr. Stanton ia. 1849. Well, sir, if the report of 


this debate goes out precisely as it transpired, 


| 


the country can judge whether the charge has 
been sustained; the country can judge whether 
the gentleman from Ohio imputed to Mr. Stan- 
ton remarks which were never made by him, but 
which were made by the reporter. 

But what I desire particularly to state is, that, 
since this debate commenced Mr. Stanton has 
come within the limits of this Hall. I have had 
an interview with him, and he has authorized 
me to state, that when the proposition to elect 


by plurality was presented to the Democrauc 








Si, 
nan 


tle- 
ask 


nan 
low 
on- 
yro- 
n}” 
ists 
ere 
| by 
t of 
red, 
has 
ther 
tan- 
but 


hat, 
has 
nad 
ized 
leet 
rauc 





1856. 





cus, it was almost unanimously rejected by || 
ode. —it was repudiated by them,—and that | 


he offer d the plurality 1 


when ; 

non his own indivic dual responsibility. 
le ry eT)" . 

Mr. le Tennessée. When it was 
acted | Democratic caucus, Mr. Stanton 


d toahe caucus that he would offer it in the 


H se on his own responsibility. Such is my 


‘Lion. 
~ Mr. TAPPAN. Iwill continue what I have 
to say by way of reply to the gentleman from 
G via, (Mr. Ce Bb.] : 
Vr. GIDDINGS. I want one moment. My 
sonds and the gentleman will understand that I 
have not attempte d to make an issue of personal 


ity with any gentleman. I place them in 
op seattle to the record, and not to what I say. 
The y contradict the record by the ir rec ollection; 
it goes out to the country, and it will bear that 


fluence to which their word is entitled; but I 
take not xplanation after seven years have elapsed ; 
{ take no o explanation ¢ of any individual. This 
record was made up at the time; every man saw 


it, an + none correc ted it. I say, then, that the 
country and the world will hold them as a party 
resp to it. 

Mr. ORR. Nobody disputes 

Mr. TAPPAN. Mr. Ch res my friend from 
diant .[ Mr. Mace ] remarked the other dé ry, hat 
in his judgment the respons sibility for the diso r- 
ition of the House rests with the anti-Ne- 


nsi ye 


the record. 





This remark must have been mas 

without refle ction, because | think it can easily 
he demonstrated there is no such majority on this 
floor. It was said by t the distinguished gentle- 


man fr mn ae [Mr. Cops] that it was in the 


Sika ——— 


po wer e Re publican par y to have elected my 
friend ns n Ohio [Mr. Camppect] the Speaker 
of this House, [ do not think that vote 


vas any 
‘ause it was weil un- 
tood that another gentleman had been put in 
tion by a caucus of the eigl 
men. Sull, I may be permitted tosay, 


distincuis! 


ston U his q yur stion, | ec 
d rs 
nomina raska 
iat if the 
ed a ntleman from Ohio hi ‘a stood in 
Mr. Banks, for 


nomimation as does the 3} 





in of this House, the result wou ild have been 
very different. Ifit had not been that the n lajority 


anti-Nebraska men were in 

caucus, that they t vote for 

Mr. Campsex., I think the ‘result of that vote 

not have shown that he could have been 
"T} ie , iA f +) + » 
Phat is my judgment of the matter. 

Now how stands the fact in regard to the divis- 


wn 


such a posi- 
tion, by their 


could n 


We uld 
] 


sai 
erecied, 


ion of Parties in this House? I take the vot 
of yesterday for Speaker as a fair criterion. I 
think that all the preceding votes will show the 


same result. That vot » goes to show clearly and 
emphatically that there is not an anti-Nebraska 
majority of this floor. Ishould be glad that it 
were otherwise. I do not rejoice over the fact 


that there is a majority against us. I should be 
delighted if there were a majority « 3 men here 
who woul Id stand ti ore ther on the sin ple issue 
that the slave power shall not take any vthibe by 
the repeal of the Missouri compromise—stand 
together in favor of the restoration of. 

promise. Yet the show that such is 


that com- 
facts not 
the case 

Mr. COB 3B, of Georgia. The gentleman will 
let me ask him a qui suon. Am I right or wrong 


in stating, that if the fifty- two Banks men wh 


voted against the resolution to elect Mr. Camr- | 


BELL, of Ohio, into the Speaker’s chair, had voted 
at i CampBELL would have been elected ? 
-TAPPAN. The position nof the anti-Ne- 
the ska me n, in consequence. of their caucus, was 
such that they could not abandon thei ‘ir candidate. 
Mr. COBB. Then the position of the gentle- 
man and those with whom we acts is this: th ‘'y 
justify a refusal to organize 


ground that they cannot chika their caucus 
cand} date, 


A Voice. Is not that your position ? 


Mr. COBB. Werhave not had it in our power | 


to « lee t aman in whom we hi ive as much c onfi- 
lence as gentlemen of their gry profess to have 
in Mr. Camppenu. 

Mr. TAPPAN. 
abandon their man. 

Mr. W ASHBURN, of Maine. 
ask 
& 


The Democrats refused to 


Allow’ me to 
a question of the gentleman from Georgia. 
an there be any better test of the fact whether 


there is, or not, an anti-Nebraska maj rity m the | 


ouse, than is presented by the failure to elect | 





esolution he did it 


he House on the || 
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the honorable gentleman from Madiaal husetts, || 


| (Mr Bawxs?] Is there any anti-Nebraska man 
who denies that Mr. Bawrxs is soun 1 on all the 
questions erowing out of slavery? Nort : 
believe. Is th re ¢ ne who doesnot ackn wed de 
the eminent qual lifications of that gentleman for 
the speakership? Notone. Then, if t! 

a memb er of the anti-Nebraska portion of the 
House wl orthodoxy or cavils 
the position of the gentleman from M; 





10 doubts the 


issa setts 
on the question of slavery, or on any of the ques- 
tions now before the country, and if there is not 
a man who doubts his fitness for the position of 
Speaker, how can the gentleman from Georgia 


say that there is an anti-Nebraska maj 
this House? 
Mr. COBB. I have not said a word about anti- 
Nebraska majority. So far as I now recollect 
the point I made, I said that the anti-Nebraska 
or Banks men could have elected Mr. CampsBeti;: 
that, if those who voted against the resolution of 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Tuaorineron] had 
voted for it, the House would now be « rvanize d, 
and Mr. Campsetr, of Ohio, wou! 
The gentleman from Maine says that 
has all the qualifier 


rity in 


} ’ 
t SN 


} } 
ud be the Sneaker 


neaker. 
Vir. BAnKs 
itions which he mentions 
lam to understand him to say that Mr. Cay 
has none of the m lf so, that is his jud 

Mr. WASHBURN I 
What | have said 
Mr. Banks appear louse asa caucus 


. } . Xv 
candidate—as a candidate of the anti-Nebraska 


; tnen 


IPBELL 





said no such thine. 
cauanel of no sucl ‘ 
Ss before the | 


men. He is not« xXpost dt 0 obj ctions irom any 
who act with the anti-Nebraska party of t }18 
House. I do not understand that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] the other day mad 

o) ‘ection to th position occ pied by Mr. BAN} 

I do not know that there is a man on ot de of 
the House—any one who claims to be an anti- 
Nebraska man—who doubts th opinions enter- 
tained by the gentleman from Massachusetts. [do 


that one has questioned them. ‘There 


not know 
aol th > « Lee R ye - 
is not one, I am sure, whether in his favor, o1 


it 1 oF pposit ion to hi ina, vho does not candi Vy ac- 


kn lowk deve his eminent fitness for tl position 
Mr. Bangs is the anti-Nebraska candidate, then, 
and the inference from the failure to el 1 is, 
that there is not an anti-Nebraska jority in 
Hall. 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman will allow 
me. I callon the gentleman. totell why Mi 
CampBELL will not do for Speaker of this Hou 
if he is p ssed of the qualifica of t “ 
tleman from Massachusetts? and I ask him \ 
the fifty-two whom I have indicated 1 ! l to 
organizé the H 1 ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. One word in reply 

Mr. TAPPAN I insist on the fl : 

Mr. WASHBURN. V well, then; I will 
take another opportu lity tor ply. 

Mr. EUSTIS. W ul the gentlemanfrom New 
Hampshire permit me-to put a tion to thi 
rentleman from Maine ? ? 

' Mr. TAPPAN. I wish to continue my re- 


marks. My purpose, Mr. Clerk, was merely to 


show, by an analyzati on of the vote cast yester- 
day and by other vote 8, that there is not an anti- 
Nebraska majority in this House. I mean by 


that, that there is not a ma 
restoring the Missour 





co! upromise, or opposed 
to the admission of acon as aslave State. I 
lament the fact; I wish it were otherwise; but 
such, it seems to me, is the fact. 


How stood the vote yesterday? The vote for 
Mr. Banxs was ninety-four; for Mr. Pennine- 
Ton® six.* It may be doubted whether all those 


who vote for Mr. Pennineron are anti-Nebraska 
men; whether they would vote for the restoration 
of the ee comprt mise, or against the admis- 
sion of Kansas as a slave State. But admit for 
the purpose of ¢ argument thatthey are. ‘The vote 
of Mr P *ennifeTon and Mr. Banxs would be one 
hundred; the vote for Mr. Ricuarpson and Mr. 
a LER, united, would be exactly the same. ‘Then 

» have three scattering votes—those of the dis- 
bins ruished gentleman from Lllinois, [Mr. Rics- 
arnpson,| of the distinguished g nth man from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr, Futter,) and of the gen- 
tleman from Ne w York, Oe Wurere r,] who, 
I understand, ** : 


sto 


acquiesce in the passage of 
the | Nebraska bill; besides that, the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. Bennerr,] who votes 


for Mr. Ricnwarpson, was out of the “House when 
the vote was taken. 


wa 


in favor of 


255 


other votes on pre- 
will show the same facts, anc 


I think an ang tlyzation of 


vious days prove 








that there is a majority of from four to six—and, 
perhans, of it—in this House against the 
t ition of the Miss 1 comprom ., or who 
Ww mnuld not vote against t r1dm SSion ¢ t i: ; 
ang Nebraska into the Union ve § 8. 
| fen, if that be so, where is the justice or pre- 
priety of holding the anti-Nel ka party respons- 
ible for the non-organization of This Ho pays 
vy, sir, that it does not rest there, but with all 
{ Os memoders who refuse now to voter or wwe 
I ity 1 Now, whatare the facts? Instead 
‘ earnest effort on the partof gentlemen of all 
parties to organize this House by the adoption of 
that rule—a rule for which the re isa Democratic 
precedent, and which prevails in nearly or quite 
every congression il district in the United Stati 8, 
and by the ¢ ‘ration of which a majority, prol - 
ably, of the members ef this bod vy were clected— 
we have, ever sine ommencement of the 
session, listened to the sk mish between our 
Democratic friends and the gentlemen who fol- 
LOW Mi But LER, O! "Pei insy lvania,as their lead r, 
acreeing, as they do, upon the slavery question, 
to see Which shall head the other in the pre ide n- 
ilcampaign down South, and m most capital 


1 ) 
poutical contest Which is so soon to come 


Che responsibility, then, is with those who 
consume time in this way, and not with those 
who ve offered the } ty rule, and are will- 
ine to vote for it now upon a Demoerati prece- 
( if, or ons estab] ied by Democratic votes in 
1849. The proceed supon this floor, I think, 
} how ‘that t tiou innot be orrant j 

( er wa t r by t loption of the 

vru a it to me to be the duty 

( I l r, to Wl ver party he belong . 
to vote for that rule; and the r nsibility is 
W hose who1 to do this,and not with any 
ed anti-Nebra&ka majority upon this fl or. 

I do not, Mr. Clerk, undertake to justify the 
centlemen who persist in tering their votes, 
when, perhaps, in s cont , an election 
micht | ! 1 effected, if their votes had all 
I } iven fi t Nebr 1 candidat | 

fi hata laree m ure ofr Or vy rests 

{ I - mi thatt v will be dtoa 
strict accountability by their constituents and the 
count But, wi I th vo 1IoOW tha there 
s no reliab! iti-Nebraska majority here, I do 
vot think it ir to have t i-Nebraska party 
hareed with t reenonsibil for t state of 

t} wl h now exists in tl 3; Hous 
PURVIANCE. I desire to offer a reso- 

lu ) 

The CLERK. The Clerk would inform the 
centlieman from Pennsyivania, that the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Gup- 
DINGS] is still pend 


I withdraw it. 
I then offer 


Mr . GIDDINGS. 

Mr. PURVIANCE. 
ing re olution: j 

Resolved, That herea electes 
first business of the House ) upon th 
tion, * Shall the plurality rule be adopted in the el 


the follow- 


fter, until 


shall | to vote 


a Speaker is , the 


*ques 


tion of 





Spe upon which the previous question shall be con 
siier as cui'ed, and the main question as ordered to be 
put; after that, four successive votes shall be had for Speaker, 
| and in the mean time all discus#i , motions, and personal 
| explanations shall be prohibit and if no election of 








Speaker shall be effected until the one hundred and twenty- 


fitth vote, the candidate having the highest number of vores 
on the one hundred and twenty h shall be declared duly 
elected Speaker 

a Clerk, I have not troubled the House——. 


DAVIDSON, (iaterrupting.) I des sire to 


ask € that resolution is befure the House? 
The CLERK. It is. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. ‘Do not the resolution 
eat for the previous qt stinn? 
The CLERK. Nota tl ‘lerk understands it. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. It certainly calls for it, 
The CLERK. It will do so after it is passed. 


Mr. PURVIANCE. In 
tion, Lintend to accompany it with some remarks, 
and do not desire to be interrupted, as ona former 
occasion. | a uve trespassed but ten minutes be- 
fore, and only additional ten minutes 


offering this resolu- 


lesire an 
The resolution offered - ae s to 
future debate, and make i the 
Flouse to vote every morning upon the plurality 
rule—a rule equitable and just in its character, 
and the enly rule which can be adopted in the 


end all 


business of the 











—_. sintpe— 


organization of the House. ‘To this rule no pos- 
sible objection should be made by gentlemen 1 
this House, on the Democratic side, who voted 
for it years The same rule has been 
adopted, by the aid of our political friends,ip 
NWew York, by which a Democratic candidate, 
oceupying the same position as Mr. Banks, hes 
been clected Speaker of the New York Legisla- 
ture. Sir, wh@h 1 came here as a new member 
of this body, | expected magnanimity and liber- 
olity from th honorable gentleman from Georgia, 
| Mr. Conz.] 


B1X ago, 


His high character and standing 


before the country induced me to hope that his | 


aid and experience would be given in the organ- 
ization: and yet, sir, on this morning, that honor- 
able we ntleman—instead of pouring oil upon the 
troubled waters—manifests a strong desire to fix 
upon the supporters of Mr. Bawxs the responsi- 
bility for the non-organization of the House. He 
asserts that the fifty-two gentlemen who still 
adhered to Mr. Banks, by voting for Mr. Camp- 
peL., might have elected the latter gentleman. 

How stands the other side of the question? 
When the olive branch was tender d to-day 
by the honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Macer,] to elect Mr. Bawxs (American Repub- 
lican) Speaker; General Cullom, (American,) 
Clerk; Mr. Glossbrenner, (Democrat,) Sergeant- 
at-Arms; Mr. MecKnew, (Democrat,) Door- 
kee per; Mr. Johnston, (Democrat,) Postmaster, 
almost one hundred of the friends of Mr. Banks 
voted for it, and not one single Democrat. Had 
but twelve or fifteen of those gentlemen joined 
us, the House would now have been organized 
and ready to proceed with the business of the 
nation. The spirit of compromise which the 
honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS | yesterday declared had been with propriety 
applied to the settlement of the siave question, 
fram time to time, with much more propricty 
should be applied to the settlement of this ques- 
tion of organization. All parties represented 
here in this arrangement would be provided for, 
thus making a mutual surrender for the sake of 
quieting this interminable andunprofitable debate. 
Why was not this most reasonable proposition 
accepted, when it is manifest that the Democratic 
party is in a minority here, having but seventy- 
five members? Upon what other principle can 
the organization be effected? We are now at the 
close of the seventh week, and I charge back upon 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cops] that the 
States of Georgia and Virginia alone, with a free 
white population of less than a million and a half, 
have copsumed more time than the whole delega- 
tionof New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, with a 
population of eight millions. Now, sir, who is 
accountable for the fruitless consumption of time 
during the past seven wecks? A steadfast purpose 
to organize and not speak has characterized the 
action of northern*members. Let the country, 
then, judge who it is that are to be held respons- 
ible for the failure to organize. 

W hat, sir, has been the character of this de- 
bate? A contest between southern Americans and 
Democrats for position at home, each contending 
for supremacy in the formation of the platform 


they are to occupy before their constituents; and | 


it seems that slavery, slavery, slavery, is all the 
polities to be found south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line, and the banners to be carried by both of 
the contending parties there in future contests 
are to have no single white spot upon them. To 
one uninformed as to the resources and character 
of our country, and who would read this debate 
from its origm, it would be readily supposed 
we are a nation of slave-owners and dealers, and 
that the chief commodity of the country is the 
poor unfortunate African, Magnanimity belongs 
to, and should come from, great minds, and such 
as are regarded leading men in the Democratic 
party that liberality was to have been expected. 


i has been exercised before by gentlemen now | 


occupying seats in this House—by my friends in 


the New York Legislature as already observed, | 


and it is obvious it must be exercised here to re- 


lieve us from the awkward position in which we 


are al present placed. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
upon the point presented this morning in reference 
t} the responsibility of the various parties in this 
House for its non-organization. 
however, [wish to say, in reply to the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat, [Mr. 





I desire to say a few words | 


URVI- | 


Before I do that, 


| near me, it has become Abolitionized. 





Sanaa appanet avenge eapaecoenietiinaapatiien 


ANCE,] who said that we upon this side of the 
House are voting against the gentleman from 


| Massachusetts (Mr. 3anxs] because of the fact 


that he comes from the section of country north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, that he certainly for- 
gets the facts, or he would not make such an asser- 
tion. Is it not true that nearly every member of 


| this body is casting his vote for candidates who 


reside north of that line? The candidates now 
prominently presented for the speakership all re- 
side north of that line. Why, then, does he see 
fit to descend so low in the scale of argument as 
to present that statement, and let it go home to 
his constituents for the purpose of creating a sec- 
tional jealousy of feeling in reference to the elec- 
tion of Speaker? 

Now, sir, gentlemen have argued that the re- 
sponsibility of this state of thingsis not upon the 
side of the Opposition. In what aspect, I ask, can 
they present that question by which they will not 
stand responsible vefore the country ? Are they 
not in a majority in every aspect in which you 
can view it? Take, if you please, the question 
of Know Nothingism. Itis generally understood 
that a large majority of this House are of that 
order, and the reason why it cannot organize 
upon that principle is, that a majority of that 
party in the northern States have abandoned one 
of the important principles of the party, so that 
our southern friends cannot act with thenfin per- 
fecting an organization. Yes, sir, says a friend 
Such is 
its condition now. 

Again, is there not a majority of this House 
opposed to the Administration and to the Demo- 
cratic party—a majority of two to one? And 
why cannot you organize your opposition? I 


| heard from that desk, the other day, the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. Wasusurne] give notice 
of a caucus of those opposed to the Administra- 
tion. Why did not thar caucus nominate some 
gentleman for Speaker and elect him? They cer- 
tainly have the power to do so; and having the 
power, and differing only as to men, the country 
will hold them responsible, and justly so. 

Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman 
that the opponents of the Administration did not 
come to that caucus—it was like a call from the 


| ** vasty deep.”’ 


_ from Tllinois, [Mr. arene ny 


Mr. HOUSTON. The opponents of the Ad- 
ministration did not come, because the hetero- 
geneous mass, thrown up by the prejudices of the 
people, growing out of the legislation of the last 
Congress, could not act together upon any single 
question; and because you cannot act together, 
you who came here in opposition to the Democ- 
racy want us to adopt a short method of settling 
the difficulty. 

‘Again, gentlemen have said that the anti-Ne- 
braska members have not a majority in this 
House. Lundertake to say, that upon nine tenths 
of the votes for Speaker which have been had 
since the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. Futier] made the first explanation of his 
position upon the subject of slavery, a combina- 
tion of the Banks votes, with the scattering 
votes, would have elected a Speaker. No gentle- 
man can controvert that fact. If that be true— 
and it is true—I will state another proposition in 
connection, which is this: that every one of those 
who have cast their votes for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] and the scattering, 
except the votes of Mr. Futter and Mr, Ricn- 
ARDSON, Is an anti-Nebraska man. 

] mean to say, that not only Mr. Bayks’sgote 
is an anti-Nebraska vote, but every single scatter- 
ing vote is also an anti-Nebraska vote, with the 
exception of the votes of the two candidates for 
Speaker themselyes—I mean the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, |Mr. Fuc.er,] and the gentleman 
. Every single 
1 those two ex- 


And 


one of these scattering votes, wit 
ceptions, comes from anti-Nebraska men, 


‘| were we not told by the distinguished and able 
| gentleman from Indiana [Mr. owe) 
| day, and does he not say now, that all 


the other 
they have 
to do on the Opposition side of the House is to 
take down the name of Mr. Banks as candidate, 
and present that of some other man of the same 
yarty, and they could electhim? That gentleman 
IMr Dvxy] has declared, in almost every speech 
he has addressed to this body, that he is a sound 


and strong anti-Nebraska man—I mean what they li 
call sound on that question. TI repeat I presume |) floor. 
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no gentleman will controvert the fact, 
| vote which has been cast for Mr. 
an anti-Nebraska vote. I ene no gentleman 
will controvert the fact, that every single vot 
which has been scattering in these ballots—ex 
cept those of the gentlemen from Illinois and 
Penasylvania, (Messrs. Rickarpsow and Fy. 
LER, |—is also an anti-Nebraska vote. Put these 
votes together, and you can elect a candidate. 
Your difference, sir, is as to men. A majority 
of you cannot control your minority; and be. 
cause you cannot, you desire to call upon this 
side of the House to enable you to elect your 
candidate by voting for the plurality resolution 
Well, sir, so far as I am concerned, I desire to 
| say that I will not vote for the plurality rule. | 
| do not intend to do so between now and the 4th 
of March, 1857; and my friends around me say 
I can so speak for the Democratic party. Ido 
not pretend, however, to speak for the Demo. 
cratic party. I speak for myself. And I say to 
gentlemen on the other side, you cannot get the 
plurality rule; your case is not one to which 
that rule should be applied; you have a majority 
on every principle; you came here with a major- 
| ity on every principle presented before us; and it 
1s your business to organize this House. If you 
| do not the country will look to you for the re. 
| sponsibility. The trouble with you is, you want 
to elect one particular man. Your friends tell 
_ you, that if you take down that man and put up 
| another they will coincide with you, and vote 
with you; and if you had voted the other day 
for the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
CampseE.t,]| he would have been elected. If] am 


that eve 
Penninetox js 


|| not mistaken, all these scattering votes, or nearly 


every one of them, were cast for that gentleman; 
and if the Banks men had fallen in, Mr. Camp- 
BELL could have been elected, and would have 
been elected. You, therefore, have the power to 
organize this House. That was not the case in 
1849. Then, sir, the parties were balanced so 
that neither had a majority; and that was a con- 
dition of things in which it was peculiarly proper 
to adopt the plurality rule; although | confess 
that if I had been here then I would have voted 
| against its adoption. But you are not in such a 
condition now. You have a majority on this 
floor. You have the power to elect; and your 
standing out persistently, pertinaciously, perse- 
veringly, contending for one man against every 
other member of your party, is the only cause 
why you cannot organize. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Alabama a single question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have but little time left, 
and do not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. Just a moment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Very well. 

Mr. KNOWLTON. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama has asked whether, if the fifty-two men 
| voting for Mr. Banks had voted for Mr. Camp- 
pect, Mr. Campsecy would not have been elected 
Speaker. Now, I ask him, why he did not cast 
the blame upon the three men who voted for Mr. 
BANKS once, and have since voted against him? 
If they would change their votes for Mr. Banks, 
he might be elected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Precisely so. That is the 
point I was presenting. That is an acknowledg- 
/ment of your responsibility as a party; but you 
_ wish to rest the blame on a part of your friends. 
With that we have nothing to do. You must 
settle your own family troubles. The country 
justly holds you responsible for the present con- 
dition of things. You can’t escape it. I know 
that if you could agree about your men you have 
the power of electing your candidate, and have 
had it ever since the first Monday in December. 
And gentlemen cannot expect, if they do not 
settle their own difficulties, this side of the House 
to come and help them out. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. It seems to be 
a question of fact, more than anything else, be- 
tween our friends on the other side of the House 
and on this. The gentleman from Alabama has 
alleged that the anti-Nebraska men are in a me- 
jority in this House; but, sir-I must say that he 
‘has failed to convince me of that fact. I doubt 

very much whether the allegation be true, that 
to-day, or on any day sincé the commencement 
| of thé session, there has been an actual, working, 
reliable majority of anti-Nebraska men on this 








= 


a a ae 


i. a aa 





